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INTRODUCTION 


M agicians have never been able to 
control their angels or their demons 
imtil they discovered their names. The 
origin of all Kteratiate Hes here. A word 
is a magic incantation by which the self 
exercises power — ^first over itself and then over other sdves 
and then, for all we know, over the powers of nature. 

After commanding and creating life, the next thing that 
words have to do is to criticize it. Many attempts have 
been nxade to codify, to catalogue, to differentiate the 
various forms taken by the vast mass of hterature now 
accessible through our recent progress in printing and 
publication. We hear of the literature of knowledge and 
the literature of power ; we hear of the hterature of inter- 
pretation and the hterature of escape ; but when the whole 
thing is reduced to its essence it is hard to see how Matthew 
Arnold’s dictum that good hterature of any kind must be 
a Criticism of Life can be improved on. 

In a very deftnite sense even a book hke Grimm’s 
Fairy Tales is such a criticism, playing upon the fantastic 
mysteries of luck ; while on me other horizon you get 
Hegel’s Logic, playing upon the fantastic mysteries of 
reason. Not the airiest lyric, not the most humorous 
comedy, not the most thrilling tale of adventure but, on 
its own particular level and in its own peculiar vein, offers 
some commentary, creates some mood, stirs up some 
speculation, emphasizes some significant fact, or theory, 
or feehng, which m its special connection, and m its own 
tone, accent and measure, criticizes our life upon earth. 
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And when you come down to bed-rock in the matter, 
how impossible it is to separate in its entirety one kind 
of writing from another ! 

All literature is “literature of power.” All literature is 
“literature of knowledge.” All literature is “literature of 
escape.” A single remark of Spinoza’s, for instance, is 
power, knowledge and escape, in one sentence ! 

A human ego, confronted by the shifting facts, the 
ambiguous laws, the evasive feelings of the experience of 
being alive, collects data, invents uieories, utters oracles, 
yields to inspiration, exposes illusions, creates myths, tells 
a story, suggests a reform, agitates for revolution, ad- 
vocates reaction, confesses its weaknesses, exhibits its 
peculiarities, boasts of its insight, weeps over its ignorance, 
pours forth its learning, declares its loves, its hates, its 
admirations, its hopes, its despairs, suggests, asserts, denies, 
discriminates ; and, through it aU, cries out to its follows, 
“Consider these focts of mine ! Have re^d to this theory 
of mine ! Let me dominate you with my magic, let me 
liberate you with my imagination, let me seduce you with 
my subde impressions, let me take you out of your dull 
self with my whimsies, my fondcs, my humours !” 

The expression “Belles Letttes” seems to me quite as 
fotuous as the mepression “Art for Art’s sake.” There is 
much more “art” in some of the seductive systems of 
philosophy than in all the Arabian Ni^htSf and much more 
Bdles Lettres between the black covers of any Bible than 
in the daintiest bindings of the bibliophiles. 

But one thing is certain. Though books, as Mfltqffli says, 

! may be the embalming of mighty spirits, they are aJ^ 

’ the resurrection of rebellious, reactionary, fentastical and 
1 wicked spirits ! In books dwell all the demons and all the 
mgels of the human mind. It is for this reason that a 
bookHht^i — especially a second-hand book-shop — is an 
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arsenal of explosives, an armoury of revolutions, an 
opium-den of reactions. 

And just because books are the repository of all the 
redemptions and damnations, all the sanides and insanides, 
of the divine anarchy of the soul, they are sdll, as they 
have always been, an object of suspicion to every kind of 
ruling authority. 

In a second-hand book-shop are the horns of the altar 
where all the outlawed thoughts of humanity can take 
refuge ! Here, like desperate bandits, hide all me reckless 
progeny of our wild, (hnk, self-kceradng hearts. A book- < 
shop is a powder-magazine, a dynamite-shed, a drug-store 
of poisons, a bar of intoxicants, a den of opiates, an island 
of Sirens. 

Of all the houses “of ill-fame” which a tyrant, a 
bureaucrat, a propagandist, a morahst, a champion of 
law and order, an advocate of keeping people ignorant for 
their own good, hurries past with averted eyes or threatens 
with his minions, a book-shop is the most flagrant. 

Plato, that pocdcal enemy of poets, would certainly 
recommend ms . philosopher-kings to abolish second- 
hand book-shops. A second-hand book-shop can blow 
sky-high the machinations of centuries of first-hand poli- 
ticians. It sets the prophet against the priest, the prisoner 
against society, the has-nothing against the has-aU, the 
individual against the universe ! It is as heavily charged 
with the sweet mischiefe of sex as the jaivy-waUs of a 
railway-station, or the imagination of St. Anthony. 

Here are the poisons to kill, the drugs to soothe, the 
fire-water to madden, the ichor to inflame, the nectar to 
imparadise! The infinite pathos of all the generations 
Hes here, their beatings against the wall, their desperate 
escapes, their triumphant reconciliations. In the Begin- 
ning was the Word ; and the Word waswith God — ^and 
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the Devil stole the Word out of the cradle. The ever- 
lasting contrariety, whereby creation is stirred into 
movement, seetbes and ferments in books, in all books ; 
and from the cold glaciers of books plunge down the 
deadi-avalanches of mtimate negation that whirl us into 
the gulf. 

It is true that in certain moods we turn away in weari- 
ness and disgust — even as Solomon did — from all the 
books under the sun, finding in them notiung but 
vanity and vexation of spirit. When we are in a mood 
like mis the weight of so much printed matter, piled up 
ceiling-high in a second-hand shop, strikes us as Odysseus 
was strucb by the hollow gibbering of the thin wraiths 
in Hades, as something almost unbearable, as something 
from which it is a comfort to escape. 

And so we escape from it into me architectural spaces 
of the public Hbrary of our town, where matriarchy 
prevails, and where the mad reasdnings of the sons of 
men are kept in complete control by the aid of cata- 
logues and dusters. 

But after all, one has only to think of those old, great, . 
heroic book-worms of the early times, with their vora- 
cious, insatiable maws for everything written, only "to 
think of Rabelais for instance, who certainly would 
have been caught invading those forbidden shelves, to 
be led back to our second-hand book-shop. 

But alas ! aU is not as it should be even here, for the 
most ’ amiable of shopmen is often inclined to look 
askance at a “browser” who with no more than a dime 
in ids podcet is for ransacking all the sptA of Byzantium. 
For the truth must out. In the world of books, as in 
the world of other precious and lovely ddights, poverty 
is a bitter handicap- Not only does it take from us the 
leisure, and often the heart to r^d, but it takes from us 
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— unless we have incrediblb tenacity of purpose — ^the 
power of accumulating more than a shelf or two of our 
favourite books. 

And it can never be quite the same to read a great 
author in a hbrary-book, as in one bought and paid for 
out of one’s own pocket. Fiction, I think, is a Htde differ- 
ent in this respect. Most book-lovers, I &Qcy, wouldn’t 
object to reading The Possessed, or Cousine Bette, or War 
and Peace, or Jwde the Obscure in a hbrary-edition ; but 
to read Urn Burial, or Thus spake Zarathustra, or Leaves of 
Grass, or the Oxford Book of Ballads, or Rabelais himself, - 
in a book with a public stamp on it, would give them , 
the feeling that they were entertainit^ the Muse at a 
social tea, rather than laying the lovely immortal, as 
Bums would put it, between them “and me wa’.” 

What I would like to do in these pages is just this 
very thing. I would hke to play pander betwem many 
sensitive and erotic souk and these immortal, invisible, 
and evasive odalisques. 

And what I want to concentrate upon in this work — 
and here and now I kiss upon both cheeks whoever it 
may be that picks up this book from one of those pave- 
ment-counters to which all Hterary flesh must come — ^is 
nbt so much the general objective value of any particular 
volume as being of supreme influence in the making of 
human history or of capital importance in the technique 
of human art, as the emotional, realistic, and mtirely 
personal effect it may have upon our individual nerves, 
upon our secret pleasures and pains, upon our fiirtive 
psychological reactions, upon our physical sensitivities, 
upon the hidden vices in us, as well as upon our attitude 
to those “fidlings from us, vanishings, blank misgivings 
of a creature, moving about in worlds not realized,” 
which startle us all at certain moments of our lives. 
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A book about books must obviously be addressed to 
people who love reading; and the question naturally 
crosses one’s mind as to how big a percentage among us 
can be called lovers of reading. Would one, in every 
himily, be too large a guess i 

Well! granting one to a family to be a feir thoi^h a 
rough average, what I want to hold before my mind as I 
write this book is an average day in such a book-lover’s 
life ; so that it may be possible to indicate what particular 
favourite books of mine will probably be his favourites 
too, and how our imagination, our endurance, our insight, 
our pity, our genius for escape, can thereby be artfully 
increased, while our miseries are in some measure abated. 
I would like to prove myself such a m^ter-abstractor of 
the quintessential relationships between books and reality 
that these same isolated persons may see that I know what 
the crises in life are likely to be, when we cry to the spirit 
of Dostoievsky, or Dante, or Homer, or Shakespeare, or 
Walt Whitman for spiritual insight and planetary cun- 
ning I I would like to summon up the particular kinds 
of psychological and emotional experiences — some gross, 
some spiritim, some touched by love, some touched by 
hate, some life-destroyir^, some life-giving, but all of a 
symbohc character — ^to which the reading of certain great 
books can st^gest a due, and over which they can give 
us a certain measure of imaginative controL 

What I would like to <h> would be to bring these books, 
however andent and primitive, into direct touch with the 
most realistic shocks of life and all its worst levels of 
monotony, 

I would like — as in the mingling of chemicals in a 
laboratory — ^to note what would happen were the spirit 
of Gogol brought into contact with one kind of crisis, 
of Goethe with another, of Rabdais with another, of 
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Homer with another, and then of Proust, let us say, with 
yet another ! 

Of course the essence of my own experiences must 
inevitably saturate a book like this. Only so can it get 
pungency and poignancy. But by using my imagination 
I can well visualize how this same average bopk-lover — 
one from every family — could get grist for his mill out 
of the Odyssey, out of the Inferno, out of the Mabinogion, 
just as well as out of EEardy, or Theodore Dreiser, or 
Thomas Mann. 

If sudh a thing were possible I would like to suggest 
the most stimulating and sustaining mental food for each 
epodh, in natural succession, of ^ the normal “Seven 
Ages” of man ; but neither shall I feel quite satisfied if I 
do not dig a httle deeper than I have ever done before into 
the life-springs of my own fiivourite writers. Our 
sophisticated epicures of literary flavours are forever- 
comparing one nuance of taste with another, testing them 
with their aesthetic proboscis-tongues hke humming-bird ■ 
moths. 

This method has its place, but it is not mine. I cannot 
rest tiU I have connected the most intimate peculiarities 
of a writer’s style with the very centre of his soul’s circum- 
ference and the widest parabola of its circling flight. 

I doubt whether many readers among us realize how 
the profoundest motions of our minds are affected by 
particular words and by words in particular combinations. 
We all make secretmental gestures whose value is mysteri- 
ously enhanced when we give them names and think of 
them in connection with the long history of man’s endur- 
ance of life. 

And this, I dunk, is the reason why the “logoi” of 
those primitive Soothsayers, who were half-poets and 
half-prophets, are psychologically more valuable to us 

7 



THE PLEASURES OF LITERATURE 


than the elaborate systems 'of technical philosophy that 
seek to round off what refuses to be rounded off, and to 
eliminate contradiction and paradox from what seems 
made up of these “knots of contrariety.” 

Books are more than a second Nature. They are an 
under-Nature and an over-Nature. They are Nature in 
her appalling universality, strained through the divine- 
diabolic sieves of every type of human imagination. 

Books are the ideas of things before things begin. 
Books create worlds and destroy worlds. Books are the 
mirrors of light and the mirrors of darkness in which the 
universe sees its own free. 

People who say, “I can get on without books ; I live 
by ejcperience ; my ideas are my own,” are themselves no 
more than very simple and very well-worn books, letting 
the wind turn their pj^es ; pages that have been turned 
millions of times before ! 

The conceit of the most drugged and da2ed of dodder- 
ii^ book-worms is nearer the Eternal Spirit that builds the 
world than the mock-modesty of these book-despisers. 

Neither the one nor the other can ^cape the impact 
of the visible world. Who of the children of men cm 
escape it? But the book-lovers possess two worlds. 
They are the bi-linguists of human destiny. They have 
to live; but they deal, pedantically enough very often 
but stOl they deal, with the ideas whidi and towards 
whith all Iffe moves. Of course literature is art; but 
it is much more than art.! That is where it is greater 
than music or paintir^ or sculpture. Dancing alone 
precedes it. But dancing, with its accompanying gestures, 
is a kind of literature. As De Casser® well says, the 
essence of all writing, even the transcription of the 
gravest knowle<%e, is exhibitionism. 

One writer exhibits himself in statistics, another in 
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mathematics, another in poHtics, another in ethics, 
another in some curious history of courtesans. The 
primal art-urge lies behind the baldest scientific statement, 
as it lies behind Homer and Shakespeare. 

We catch the ear of another and hold it, by some 
trick, by some device, by some measure of charm, of 
clarity, of plausibihty, of emphasis, of personal per- 
suasion, "whether what we want to convey to this other 
is our vision of a tiny segment of reality, or our vision of 
what the whole of reality ought to be. 

In the beginning was dancing ; and dandng implied 
everything: then came speech, then came song, and 
then the story. The magic dance induded incantation 
and invocation. It was the cosmic goat-song to life- 
death and to death-life; and the nearer literature ap- 
proaches to the dance, the more hypnotic is its effect. 

AH Hterature reeks of magic. Rehgion came soon 
after, and all hterature smells of incense. The positive 
must appear before the negative. The oracle must be 
uttered before it can be gainsaid. Literature must taste 
first of holy smoke : afterwards it may smell as pungently 
as you please of aU your unholy disinfectants ! 

What a history of human excesses a second-hand book- 
shop is! As you “browse” there — ^personally I can’t 
abide that word, for to my mind book-lovers are more 
like hawks and vultures than sheep, but of course if its 
use encourages poor devils to glance through hooks that 
they have no hope of buying, long may the word remain I 
— ^you seem to grow aware what a mirade it was when 
second-hand book-shops were first invented. Women 
prefer hbraries, free or otherwise, but it too often happens 
that the books an ordinary man wants are on the “for- 
bidden shelves.” But there is no censorship in a second- 
hand book-shop. Every good bookseller is a multiple- 
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personality, containing all the extremes of human feeling. 
He is an ascetic hermit, he is an erotic immoraiist, he is a 
Papist, he is a Quaker, he is a communist, he is an anarchist, 
he is a savage iconoclast, he is a passionate worshipper of 
idols. 

I believe from any carefully made census of the patrons 
of second-hand book-shops, and especially of those boxes 
on the pavement outside, it would be proved that by fer 
the m^ority of visitors to these places are men, and not 
only men but poor men. 

Womai who are not ridb, and a great many who are 
and who ought to go to the book-shops instead, make 
wonderful use of Hbraries ! Nothing mey brii^ home 
is more precious to them than these well-wom “con- 
tainers” of hfe, and of the opium to forget hfe. 

And yet you hear certain conceited virtuosos of 
literature sneering and scoflSng, and making no bones 
about holding dht-cheap the favourite story-tellers of 
women. God bless my soul ! When do we find these 
contemptuous gentlemen lost to the world in the reading 
of Homer in ms Greek, or even of the bawdy Petronius 
in his Latin? 

Not at all 1 We find them amusing themselves with 
bagatelles compared with which 

But turning from bibliophiles to “browsers,” you have 
only to watch the feces of the men who hover round 
those pavement-counters of books to catch a strange 
light upon the psychology of readers. Heads of priests, 
heads of prophets, heads of every kind of mystic, heads 
of every type of human eccentricity, perversity, fentasy, 
reaction and revolt, are gathered there; and yet this is 
only one side of the shield! In how many hidden 
chsmbers all over the world, m how many railway- 
carriages, subways, buses, cabins at sea, huts in the desert, 
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hospital-wards, prisons, mad-houses, pot-houses, cloisters, 
brothels, would be found, if some Martian Sociologist 
turned a super-X-ray upon this troubled earth, human 
&ces looking up, dazed, bemused, entranced, impara- 
dised, from the lethean comfort of the devil knows what 
queer fragment of print ! 

It seems as if there must be darkness and Hght, evil and 
good, in any great human work; yes, and clarity and 
obscurity too. Sometimes I am tempted to think that a 
siyreme work of fiction cannot exist without an element 
or appalling obscenity. Even the most ideaHsric of great 
books often dips deep down into the mud, deep down into 
that abysmal silt at the bottom of the ocean without which 
reahty would not be reality. 

The over-sweetness of pious optimism comes at last to 
smack of death, till the bitter antidote of desperate pessim- 
ism galvanizes it back into life. 

The “yea” of the white magician cloys the palate, till 
the “nay” of the black magician bites that sweet tongue. 
Nevertheless, for all their tragedy and for all their terrible 
reality, there rises, from these books a mood, an atmo- 
sphere, an after-taste — ^but this is a mystery not Ughtly to 
be spoken of— that reveals something impossible to be put 
into words, something too tenuous to be called hope, and 
yet something utterly difierent from despair. 

The great books are the books that create a world, a • 
world to which, with its atmosphere, its situations, its 
characters, you can conmare the haphazard chances and 
casual impressions of real nfe as they cross your path. 

Such is the world of Dostoievsky, of Balzac, of Henry 
James, of Dickens, of Proust, of Theodore Dreiser. Life, 
as Goethe says, is always fumbling towards the very thing 
that the great artists create. 

The highest honour you can do to a fragment of reality 
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is to call it Biblical, or Homeric, or Dantesque, or Shake- 
spearean, or Dickensian, or Rabelaisian. The tough- 
minded or hard-boiled individual who despises books, but 
enjoys what he calls “life,” carries his experience on the 
hom of a rhinoceros, on the hump of a camel, between the 
teeth of a shark ! The “Something that infects the world” 
doesn’t trouble him, the “Something far more deeply 
interfused” doesn’t touch him. He is a slave of the 
transitory. The recurrent Symbols of the Permanent in 
nature and human nature, of which books are the ever- 
lasting mirrors, are to a man like this of less importance 
than me “ads” in his newspaper. 

A penon can be “successftil” without books, he can 
grow rich without books, he can tyrannize over his fellows 
without books, but he cannot “see God,” he c:annot live 
in a present that is charged with the past and pregnant of 
the future without a knowledge of the Diary of our race. 

A man may tell you he can think for himself, and thus 
has no need for books ; but you have not to be long in his 
company without discovering that these native reactions, 
these original thoughts, this mother-wit of which he is so 
proud, are nothing but the tags and commonplaces of old 
folk-shrewdness dropped from ancient books into the 
crowded market-places of long ago. 

The gathered wisdom of the old times was handed down 
in custom, in tradition, in ritual, in the sayings and pro- 
verbs and oracles of a still remoter past, but all this was, 
as it were, a mass of books, only of unwritten books ; so 
that even then the originator, the prophet, the ihagician 
drew his inspiration from what had gone before. All 
progress in ideas is spiral, forever returning upon itself. 

' Every revolution is a reaction, every leap-forward a 
renaissance, every new thought a returning to a spring 
that has been choked up. Second-hand book-shops are 
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the oases where these old fountains of Hving water can 
still flow. Each age has its originators ; but the prophets 
of each age petrify into the priests of the next, and the 
creators of each age wither into the scholars of the next. 

It is all in books ; only it is necessary to scrape away the 
rubble of schokiship and release the living stream that has 
flowed down the ages since the beginning. 

The greatest miracle of evolution is man’s moral sense, 
his pity, his justice, his gentleness — but these are the very 
things that we touch in rumours and legends of a remote 
paradisic past. 

The Millennium is a reversion to the Golden Age. The 
Kingdom of Christ is a renewal of the Reign of Saturn. 
And in books alone is this occult continuity between our 
Lost Eden and our New Jerusalem kept unbroken through 
the generations. 

No one thoroughly enjoys what does not satisfy his 
spirit, what does not release his imagination, what does not 
heighten his life. There is a time for drunkenness in this 
region, a time for drugs, and a time for the unspeakable 
relief of opium. . 

But for a more lasting pleasure, for a pleasure that can 
mitigate our labours and transform our monotonies, we 
need books that support, deepen, and thicken-out our 
profotmdest life-illusion. 

All the same it is nonsense to think that we can appro- 
priate to our especial purpose all great books. Among 
books, as among people and events, our character is our 
fate. "We can extend the boundaries of ourselves, we can 
enrich our native roots ; but it is waste of time to struggle 
to enjoy what we are not destined to enjoy ! 

Thus the choice of books becomes, Iflce the choice of a 
mate, or of a Hfe-fiiend, a series of cross-roads of appalling 
significance. All readers with any consciousness of their 
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mental growth will recall* the actual spot, the actual 
physical surroundings, where they first read the books 
that have affected them the most. 

Youth is obviously the time for bold and drastic experi- 
ments. In middle-Ufe we find ourselves narrowing our 
margins, straightening our boundaries, digging in and 
banking up. The lively advocates of modernity arc liable 
to forget that the essentials of life upon earth remain the 
same, and our common human nature remains the same, 
below all the external changes ; and they forget too that 
each of these old works is the culminating creation of many 
centuries and has survived the sifting and winnowing of 
many generations, whereas, on the face of it, it is unlikely 
that our own brief life-time should witness the emergence 
of many books of so supreme a value to the human spirit. 
Justice, tolerance, and pity are, it is true, a little more 
prevalent than they were, for in these things lies the only 
real progress, the only real path of Evolution ; but the 
inspiration of these things is to be foimd in the most 
ancient books equally with the most modem, for the spirit 
that works in man drove him upon this .difficult way fom 
the beginning. This is stiU, and ever will be, the ^‘over- 
soul” in all books ; for in books, as in the rising waters of 
a great tidal-wave that mounts higher and higher as it rolls 
down the centuries, the burden from the beginning until 
this hour has been the same — ^by Justice, by Tolerance, 
and by Pity is the real Evolution known ! 

Yes, all constituted authorities firom the dawn of liter- 
ature have been suspicious of books, for it is in books rbat 
the unconquerable spirit of man moves forward into new 
■Justice and new Tolerance, moves backward into old 
Justice and old Tolerance, breakiB^ up the fatal hypnosis 
of the prejudices of the day. The tables of the old law, 
writtea on stone, are forever being broken to make room 
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for the tables of the new law,* written on flesh and blood ; 
but these also in their turn are erased, as the fire and the 
water of the Spirit work upon them. 

And yet there is no stone fragment, there is no human 
hieroglyph without secrets to w&ch the heart of man must 
forever be returning, lest in its struggle towards new 
points in the circumference it loses touch with the centre. 
The present is not enough ; and the present and the future 
togemer are not enough. The past also hath its absolute ; 
for the timeless underlies at every point the flowing of 
the mystery of time. 

Sometimes in our testy moods we are tempted to draw 
back in disgust from the torrent of printed matter that 
rushes past us to-day, but this is a morbid feeling. 

Our culture must be a poor thing if it undermines our 
philosophical tolerance and turns our sympathetic imder- 
standing into pharisaic contempt. A real book-lover 
looks with infinite indulgence upon the simplest person’s 
choice of books. He has the wit to know that this flood 
of second-rate invention upon which so many feed their 
fency and by which so many endure the monotony of 
their lives is something quite different from what it seems 
to the person who just glances at it as he passes by. He 
has the wit to know that every page of these second-rate 
books as it impresses the mind of the Hving reader is 
transmuted by he alchemy of he imagination into some- 
thing beyond he Hteral meaning of he words. All 
readers are imaginative readers. They woul^’t be readers 
at all oherwise. And he sneerers at popular books must 
remember how it is -with children ; how children turn he 
most banal and ridiculous and vulgar words into eldorados 
of mysterious delight. 

Goehe says hat good literature lifts you up to its own ■ 
level while bad literature develops your faults. This may ' 
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be true enough as long as you remember that “good” and 
“bad” are relative terms. Every reader has his own 
“good” and his own “ bad” in the world of books, and 
if you are more sophisticated than I am, my “good” in 
literature, that which lifts me up and refines me, may very 
easily be your “bad” and carry with it loads of fertilizing 
manure for your most unpleasant faults. 

Fanatics of die modern school love to point out that it 
is use and wont and reverent piety and liturgical repetition 
that give half their glamour to the old writers; but 
Croce’s admirable doctrine that every creation needs its 
completion by the minds of the generations before it can 
be ready mature, is die answer to this disparagement. 

The great passages in Homer and the Bible and Shake- 
speare and Dante and Rabelais and Cervantes and Goethe 
and Dostoievsky are actually greater — ^i.e. more full of 
spiritual and imaginative power to stir us — ^by reason of 
the number of human souls who have been moved by 
them, and whose own experiences have added something 
to them as they were carried down the stream. 

There are as many varieties of book-readers as there are 
diversities of human character ; and in almost all of them 
some doubtful impulses play a part. It is better not to be 
too nice or meticulous with regard to our motives in 
reading. Snobbishness of some sort is almost sure to be 
present ; and as in the composing, so in the enjoying of 
books, the desire to assert ourselves, to feel superior, to 
gratify our pride, is bound to enter. If there is the snob- 
bishness of forcing ourselves to read “high-brow” books, 
there is also the snobbishness of being so curiously and 
exquisitely sophisticated that we prefer “low-brow” 
books. 

It is just as possible for a scholar to read the greatest 
dassics in a frivolous and trifling manner, fussing over 
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unessentials, as it is for an ignorant person to skip every- 
thing but the excitement of an engrossing plot. The 
urge to read is like charity. It covers a multitude of sins. 

And all reading — even from the lowest motives — 
brings us in touch with the vast flowing tide of humanity’s 
second thoughts upon its fate under the sun. 

That, is the whole thing. Below the formless chaos of 
chance and accident and blind occasion, below the sense- 
less bludgeonings, the meaningless jolts, the brutal shocks, 
the infinite disgusts, the unspeakable loathings, below the 
intolerable monotonies and the barren wastelands, flows 
ever, large and free and deathless, refusing none, welcom- 
ing all, the boundless ocean of books ! 

Here are our human purposes fulfilled, our human 
efforts grandly, heroically, gloriously defeated. Here,, 
blending, mingling, shifting, rising and sinking, hke waves 
and ripples of one huge sea, all philosophies, aU redemp- 
tions, all hopes against hope, that our race has ever had 
roll forward together, bearing the thoughts of man into 
the unknown cosmic future. The poorest, the grossest, 
the shallowest, the most melodramatic of books carry 
with them something, some tincture, some essence, some 
suggestion, of the wisdom of the ages that has melted 
into this vast flood. 

Books are man’s rational protest against the irrational, 
man’s pitiful protest against the implacable, man’s ideal 
against the world’s red, man’s word against the cosmic 
dumbness, man’s Hfe against the planetary death, man’s 
revelation of the God within him, man’s repartee to the 
God without him. Whoever touches a book touches 
not only “a man” but Man. Man is the animd who 
weeps did laughs — and tvrites. If the first Prometheus 
brought fire from heaven in a fennel-staUc, the last will 
take it back — in a hook. 
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engine-drivers to great merchants of the City, all elderly 
people read the Bible. 

When I was young it was only the most extreme of 
free-thinkers who dared to express disbelief in this book ; 
whereas to-day some of the most sensitive and spiritual- 
minded among my friends actually detest it, and do so on 
moral, aesthetic, and psychological grounds, quite apart 
from questions of science and philosophy ! 

The African population of the United States still, I 
fancy, reads the Bible ; but the great Middle-West, which 
is the part of the country I know best and the part of the 
country least aifeaed by European influence, has com- 
pletely given up the custom ; and I confess, though I so 
obstinately indulge in the habit myself, I would take a 
malicious pleasure in assuring Matthew Arnold that 
thot^h the great American Middle-West no longer reads 
the Bible, no region in the world, in all the essential human 
charities, has a more naturally Christian soul. 

But though the post-war generation may not read the 
Bible as its ancestors did, none of us can escape its influence. 
The thing has gone too deep. Humanity cannot saturate 
itself for centuries with a book like the Old Testament, 
and throw off the spell in a couple of generations. Writers 
of our race, on both sides of the water, especially the more 
prophetic ones, have always used the Scriptures to noble 
account ; and now with this new tendency, encouraged 
by Mr. Bates’s excellent version, to treat these books in a 
new, fresh, and secular manner, it seems likely enough 
that this underlying influence inherited from our fethcre 
may take on a new and livii^ meaning! 

Undoubtedly such a revival of interest in the Bible 
cannot restore all the good that our ancestors got out of 
it. And let us hope it wiU not restore the evil ! But we 
have to pay for our enjoyment of it in this new, fresh, 
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secular spirit by the loss of something that, both for good 
and evil, can never return. 

I am thinking of those who come back to it after a real 
lapse of the habit. There are, of course, many of my own 
generation who, like their fathers in the time of Matthew 
Arnold, have gone on reading the book, though with 
minds free of the old gloomy and illiberal temper, and 
such have lost nothing. But when there has been this 
break in the atmospheric continuity those who return to 
it are apt to find that just in proportion as they have got 
rid of die old, evil, Puritan sanctimoniousness and sinister 
gloom, so also they have lost and can never quite get back 
that mysterious continuity of emotional atmosphere 
which, like those “happy pieties” spoken of by Keats, 
carries with it such magical and indefinable power. 

And it is to the Puritans that we owe, both in Great 
Britain and America, this powerful Biblical tradition, 
from which, as I have hinted, so many individual free 
spirits firom die time of Wydiffe down to the time of 
WiUiam Blake have drawn human inspiration. 

For though plenty of evangelical gospel-men, both 
within and without the Church, have “preached Christ 
and Him Crucified,” it has been on the stret^th of the 
less amiable, less peaceable, less mystical, but not less 
poetical Old Testament that so rcany men of the old breed 
on both sides of the Atiantic have sustained in perils of 
•land and ui perils of water, in the face of tyrants and in the 
teeth of penury and disaster, thdr indomitable endurance. 

And it is firom the stem spirits of these stout soldiers of 
fortune that a protest must dways rise when our mystical 
interpreters would fain expurgate, prune, soften, and 
allegorize away, for the sake of “purer” conceptions, the 
human wisdom, the human sensuality, the human anger, 
the human justice, the human magnanimity, the human 
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triumph, of this old shaiheless Literature of the Old 
Testament. 

What both the Sacerdotal and the Evangelical Churches 
are apt to forget, in their apologies for the Christian hope, 
is the innumerable company— for if the magical Christ is 
the God of youth, Jehovah is the God of old age — of old 
shepherds, old herdsmen, old hedgers and ditchers, old 
stone-masons, old carpenters, old s^ors, old soldiers, old 
miners, old pioneers, old fishermen, together with their 
old- wives, who have managed to dispense with all such 
airy expectations, whether Christian or otherwise, in the 
stoical consciousness of an “Eternal, not themselves, who 
makes for Righteousness,” but whose ways, alas, are not 
their ways nor His thoughts their thoughts ! 

But whether forgotten or not by the livelier and more 
sociable children of the Mystery, it is these isolated and 
taciturn Stoics of the Scriptures who alone, save for a 
few old-fashioned Miltonic scholars, do real justice to the 
Old Testament. These are they who take life £ot that 
troubled and brief thing that the Wisdom of the Lord 
declares it to be. 

Man that is bom of a woman is of few days, and full of trouble. 
He Cometh forth like a flower, and is cut down : he fleeth also 
as a shadow, and continueth not. . . . For there is hope of a 
tree, if it be cut down, that it will sprout again, and mat the 
tender branch thereof will not cease. Though the root thereof 
wax cdd in the earth, and the stock thereof die in the ground ; 
yet through the scent of water it will bud, and bring forth 
boughs like a plant. But man dieth, and wasteth away : yea, 
man giveth up the ghost, and where is he ; 

The Gospels are radiant with youthfiii joy and with 
firesh hope; and althon^ Jmus firequently threatens His 
Faiher’s enemies with “wailing and gnashing of teeth,” 
dke general feeling of the New Testament, though it is 
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too serious to be called buoyaht, is certainly the opposite ' 
of pessimistic. 

Tbe Old Testament has a beautiful and poetic light 
shining from it, but it is the light of a sunset that is streaked 
•with human blood ; -whereas the Hght that shines from the 
Ne-w Testament is the light of the dawn ; and though it 
also is streaked •with blood, it is the blood of a God, not 
the blood of men. The whole atmosphere of the New 
Testament is completely difierent from that of the Old, 
and our English translators have observed this difference, 
gi-ving to the English words a correspondent tone, so 
diat in comparison -with the Old the style of the New 
resembles a picture in water-colours as compared with 
one in oils. 

In spite of a few desperate ejaculations, the general drift 
of the Old Testament is against any life after death. 

Wilt thou shew wonders to the dead i shall the dead arise 
and praise thee i Shall thy lovingkindness be declared in the 
grave ? or thy faithfulness in destruction i 

And save for a certain vein in the Prophet Ezekiel which 
must have influenced William Blake, and an apocal-yptic 
tone in Danid that must have influenced the author of 
the Book of Revelation, the Old Testament is singularly "" 
free from what we usually call mysticism. 

To speak plainly, the Old Testament is an-ything but a 
spiritual book ; but on the other hand, it is a profoundly " 
religious one, and although the Hebraic attitude to the 
Creator, whether under His name Elohim, or El Shaddai, 
or Yahweh, or the Lord of Hosts, is the propitiation of a 
jealous, revaigeful and cruel deity; yet so passionately 
emotional towards the Unseen, so furiously f^thful to 
the God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob, of Sarah, Rebekah 
and Rachel, was the Hebrew spirit, that by the sheer 
intensity of its poetic imagination it transformed this 
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tribal Demiurge, first into file Creator of heaven and earth, 
and then into die High and Holy One who inhabiteth 
Eternity, in other words into the Nameless Tao or in- 
definable Absolute. 

Spinoza’s subHme conception of God — though he was 
excommunicated for holding it — ^was really implicit in 
the Old Testament from the start; not philosophically 
imphdt, for the ancient Hebrews and the modem English 
resemble each other in their suspicion of philosophy, but 
emotionally, dramatically, and imaginatively so. 

As one reads the story of Jacob in the first book of the 
Bible, and is forced against one’s will to respect, and more 
than respect, this tenacious thief of blessings, one feels that, 
as he gathered together one of his heaps of desert stones 
under those far-off stars, he would not have heeaemoHomtty 
staggered or surprised, though he would have certainly 
been puzzled, had one of his “angels of the Lord,” antici- 
pating history, instructed him in the Philosophy of 
Spinoza. 

But what we discover in reading King James’s Bible, 
when once, by the help of our modem English Com- 
mentary, edited by Dr. Peake, and the Bible as Literature, 
edited by Mr. Bates, we use the book as we use Homer, 
is the surprising fact that instead of finding our religious 
awe in the presence of life undermined — that awe which 
Goethe said was the highest privilege of man — ^we find it 
intensified a hundredfiald ! 

Liberated in this manner from that sinister, gloomy, 
morbid and wicked-pious atmosphere which the hypocrisy 
of hunm frailty has thrown over this work, we get a new 
and fresh inspiration; an inspiration not only from its 
literary beauty but from its real reHgious significance. 
One comes to feel as one gets older that intellectual 
mie too mach of the philotophic distmetioos at 
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which they arrive with so much pains, whereas the value 
of the Hterary or poetic approach is that we realize widh 
more and more clearness that, in this matter of reverence 
for the mystery of life, “feeling is all in all,” while the 
precise philosophic groove through which this feeling 
expresses itself is of relatively small importance. 

Thus our response to the Bible as poetry rather than as 
doctrine does not imply less emotional and imaginative 
feelmg but more ; because it is by great literature rather 
than by great doctrine that we save our souls alive. 

For Cathohcs the Miracle of the Mass is greater than all 
theological doctrine about die Mass ; and in the same way 
for us, as devoted Lollards, the poetry of the Bible is 
beyond all doctrines about the Bible. 

And in truth the Bible, as we enjoy it to-day in this 
astounding Translation, in which all that is deepest in the 
Hebrew nature mingles with all that is deepest in our 
Anglo-Celtic nature, is not a book for one, but a book for 
all. Never was such a melting-pot of all those beautiful, 
natural, inevitable contradictions with which, from its 
Missing-Link ancestors down to this day, humanity has 
contradicted itself! 

Whatever this dubious entity Truth is not, we know 
one thing that it certainly is, namely a monstrous container 
of insoluble contradictions. 

And what proves the Bible to be a greater book than 
any other in me world except Homer and Shakespeare is--' 
the huge gamut of contradictory moods that mount up 
in its cresting tide. 

In King James’s Authorized Version we have a beautiful 
proof of die power of both the Hebrew race and the 
Anglo-Cdtic race to “contain,” as Walt Whitman said 
he himself did, ‘ ‘ multitudes ” I In fact, in this unique book 
can be found the library equivalent to that power of adapt- 
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ing tiemselves to so many various climates which is the 
mar ie of both your wandering Jew and your wandering 
Englishman. 

It seems incredible that the same blending of old Hebrew 
and old British scholarship could pass from narration as 
perfect as that when Joseph in Egypt first sees Benjamin 
among their brothers — 

And he lifted up his eyes, and saw his brother Benjamin, his 
mother’s son, and said. Is this your younger brother, of whom 
ye spake unto me i And he said, God be gracious unto thee, 
my son. 

And Joseph made haste ; for his bowels did yearn upon his 
brother : and he sought where to weep ; and he entered into 
his chamber, and wept there. 

— ^pass, I say, firom narration like that to poetry like this : 

O that thou wert as my brother, that sucked the breasts of 
my mother ! when I should find thee without, I would kiss thee ; 
yea, I should not be despised. I would lead thee, and bring 
thee into my mother’s house, who would instruct me : I would 
cause thee to drink of spiced wine of the juice of my pome- 

S ue. His left hand should be under my head, and his right 
should embrace me. ... 

Set me as a seal upon thine heart, as a seal upon thine arm ; 
for love is strong as death; jealousy is cruel as the grave ; the 
coals thereof are coals of me, wbidi hath a most vehement 
flame. Many waters cannot quench love, neither can the floods 
drown it ; if a man would give all the substance of his house for 
love, it would utterly be contemned. 

No ! the power of the Bible does not lie in its doctrine, 
does not lie in its spirituality, does not even Ee in its 
righteousness. It Hes in its supreme emotional contra- 
dictions, each carried to its uttermost extreme, and each 
representing, finaUy and for all time, some unchanging 
• aspect of human' Efe upon earth. 

"What an individual needs so as to deepen the poetry of 
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its life, what a race needs so to deepen the poetry of its 
life, are various ritualistic and traditional sets of words in 
its own tongue, but in a heightened and dignified eicample 
of its own tongue, like some noble old piece of domestic 
furniture, a thousand years old, smooth with the touches 
of generations. 

Up-to-date editions of the Bible may be examples of 
lively cleverness and sincere piety. But what I personally 
feel about them is that they are simply not the Bible. They 
have their place. They belong to the category of pious 
experiments and revivalistic movements; whereas the 
Bible, our Authorized Jewish-British Classic, is part of 
our normal daily life. We taste it with our bread. We 
drink it with our beer. W e smoke it — ^as John Jdilton used 
to do — ^with our tobacco. To the time of its words we 
are bom and die. To the time of its homely grossness we 
enjoy the pleasures of bed and board. It blesses the spade 
with which our garden is dug, the plough that ploughs our 
fields, the keel of the boat from which our fish are caught. 

Nor is there a natural and normal sin — among those 
which we all of us commit every day — that cannot be 
sinned, and punished, and repented of, to the accompani- 
ment of these ancient words ! 

The Bible is to us what Homer was to the Greeks. Its 
words have become more than words. They have become 
a m^c touch that throws across the passing details of 
each individual life the undying beauty of the life of 
humanity. And into the actual words themselves of the 
Authorized Version the life of humanity has now passed ; 
so that when we hear the Revised Version translate that 
due-word of the Secret of Jesus — ^the word agapS — ^as 
“love” in place of the familiar “charity” we get an 
uncomfortable shock. Nor does “love” mean the same 
thing. Technically it may. Actually it does not! 
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The Bible, as we read it now in the Authorized Version, 
has for its main theme the ways of man to the Eternal 
and the ways of the Eternal to man. Man’s ways to man 
and man’s feeling for Nature are the warp and die woof 
between which this dominant thread moves. It is as 
illogical to say that there is no God because Jehovah acts 
in an arbitrary and immoral manner as to say that there 
is no civilization because man used to dress in skins and 
fight with weapons of flmt. 

Jehovah was the name that the old Hebrews applied to 
the Nameless Power behind our astronomical universe; 
and when the Hebrews describe their Jehovah as at once 
infinitely merciful and infinitely cruel I cannot for my 
own part see that in this He difers very much from the 
Ultimate Mystery before whom we must all bow. 

Too well do we know that the laws of the Nameless for 
human life upon earth are like Its laws for the lives of 
beasts and birds and reptiles and fishes — dark and strange 
and utterly inscrutable! We must needs trust in Him, 
for He is all there is. He is life. He is death. He is 
pleasure. He is pain. He is the whole ; and He is beyond 
the whole. He is the Great Tao of whom to say nothing 
is the best wisdom. He is Being. He is Not-Bemg. He 
is Matter and He is Mind. He is the One and He is the 
Many. We mortal creatures of a day, conceived in dark- 
ness and acquainted with tribulation, bom to trouble as 
the sparks fly upward, who are we to do more than 
dodge His thunder and eiyoy His sunshine, until our dust 
returns to the earth it was, and our spirit unto Him who 
gave it >. 

And the strange thing about the Old Testament is that 
it is so easy, I might say so inevitable, to feel in this tribal 
God of Israel, this Lord of Hosts, this Yahweh, this 
Jehovah, this Elohim, the deeper, more mysterious 

28 



THE BIBLE AS LITERATURE 

presence of the nameless Sustainer and Absorber of all 
things. 

This is the gist of the whole business ; this is the sum 
and meaning of all. We feel awe in the Presence of that 
which we cannot name, of that which, judging by the 
cruelty and indifference of Nature, seems to us — as It did 
to Job — ^no more good than It is evil ; and yet with this 
very awe, and in proportion as we experience this awe, 
there rises in us the feeling that what we have come to 
call goodness is the one thing alone that in the last resort 
really matters. 

That is the point. “Feeling is aU in all. The name is 
sound and smoke, obscuring Heaven’s clear glow.’’ 
Names are nothing and everything. They are nothing, 
because their sounded syllables are but breath and air and 
custom. They are everything, because behind this breath, 
behind this custom, is feeling of awe, the awe that 
points to simple goodness as die needle points to the north ! 
Our ship goes down ; we are gathered to our Others ; 
but “the Word of the Lord” — that is to say the Gkiodness 
that survives us— r“ettdureth from generation to genera- 
tion.” 

The Nameless Power that excites this awe seems Itself, 
judging by the ways of Its universe, to be in no whit less 
wayward than Yahweh or Elohim, but the awe It excites 
in us is an atmosphere, say what you will, that suits the 
good better than it suits the evil. 

What we call “moraHty” changes with epoch and 
place. It is a thing of custom and convention, and is often 
both cowardly and wicked ; but the spirit of goodness is 
the same “yesterday, to-day, and forever.” 

And it is this awe excited by the Nameless, that is to 
say by what the prophets of Israel called “God,” that the 
merdfiil man — ^in spite of the ways of Nature — ^feels to 
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be with him, while the tuunerciful man feels it to be 
against him. 

The Old Testament is the inspiration of the race which, 
of all races, has felt the awe of the Nameless most power- 
fully; and when some unsophisticated “Uncle Tom” or 
some simple-minded John Bunyan broods over this book, 
it doesn’t matter how “anthropomorphic,” as we call it, 
his own image of the Nameless is, or how immoral the 
ways of Jehovah were. What matters is that he feels the 
“awe of God” and the “presence of God” and comforts 
and sustains his soul amid die flow of the diings that pass 
away by the feeling of being in touch — ^and what right 
have we to call such a feeling an illusion ? — widi That 
which was, and is, and is to come. 

The Old Testament gives us no assurance about hfe 
after death, no commands to be spiritual or chaste. It 
conveys to us no deUcate scruples about lying and fighting 
and eating and drinking and being revenged on our 
enemies. It suggests no ascetic suspicion that the accumu- 
lation of riches is wrong, no impHcation that the pleasures 
of sex are unlawful. 

Jacob, or Israel, the father of the Twelve Tribes, is fully 
as crafty and tricky as the Homeric Odysseus, and bargains 
and argues and pleads with his jealous God, just as Odyseus 
does with Athene. 

Wherein then, it may be asked, lies the greatness of this 
Patriarch’s character? Wherein, for all die padent and 
humble and much-enduring men and women who have 
learnt by heart this tale “of our Father Jacob,” is to be 
found the secret of the attraction that holds them ? Does 
it not lie, as in all exciting stories from the beginning, in 
the protagonist’s intense awareness of his destiny, his intense 
self-consciousn^ in everything he does, the unconquer- 
able tenacity of his purpose ? Isn’t the whole secret of the 
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Old Testament’s attraction for egoists like ourselves to be 
found in that remark of Goethe’s, “Earnestness alone 
makes hfe eternity’’ ? The crafty, amorous, patiotit, un- 
swerving, unwarhke Jacob takes his life with a gravity, 
with an awareness, with a sense of responsibility that is 
overwhelming, that is sublime, that is something before 
which aU obstacles melt, as if by a slow, resistless magic ! 

Think of what the man must have felt when he awoke 
that morning after that tricky marriage — **attd behold it 
was Leah" I But to serve another seven years for the 
woman he loved was as inevitable to his incorrigible 
tenacity as it was to steal Esau’s birthright. Every sunrise 
that smote red into his tent found mm, metaphorically 
speaking, wrestling with his angel, found him with his 
obstinate head on some sacred stone. 

“How mysterious, how memorable,’’ he is always 
thinking, “is this godlike spot, this godlike dawn, this 
godlike hour ! ’’ And with ms “ladder” always ascending 
from time and. space into the Nameless, Jacob naturally, 
inevitably, becomes Israel, the Father of multitudes ! 

The most stirring and dramatic part of the four books 
that follow this patriarchal Genesis, namely Exodus, 
Leviticus, Numbers, and Deuteronomy, which are by far 
the least inspiring and the least interesting books in the 
whole Bible, have to do with the extraordinary person- 
ality of Moses, furious leader and ftr-sighted lawgiver, 
who must have been a sort of inspired Hebraic Merlin 
with his neurotic moods of “meekness,” his fits of blind 
wrath, his black magic, and his terrifying intimacies with 
Jehovah. 

Certain stories we are told about Moses carry upon their 
face, casually though they are related, the very seal of 
psychologic j truth. Such is the story, for instance, of 
how Aaron and Miriam, his brother and sister, revolted 
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against him, because he, the great eugenic Medicine-man, 
took to wife an Ethiopian woman. 

But do we not get the whole secret of the magnetic 
ascendancy of Moses in the effect of his appeal to his 
Divine Friend against these jeering purists, this High- 
Priest and this priest-loving lady; an appeal that was 
so effective that the great soothsaying Miriam had to flee 
from the face of that Ethiopian, and from the face of the 
whole camp, literally sick with terror ! 

In this single sentence it can be seen why it is that the 
English, the most individualistic of all races, had until 
yesterday such a mania for this Hebrew book. 

And the Lord came down in die pillar of the doud, and stood 
in the door of the tabemade, and c^ed Aaron and Miiiam : and 
they both came forth. And he said. Hear now my words: 
if there be a prophet among you I the Lord will make myself 
known unto mm in a vision and will speak unto him in a dream. 
My servant Moses is not so, who is feithful in all my house. 
With him will I speak mouth to mouth, even apparently, and 
not in dark speeches ; and the similitude of the Lord shall he 
behold ; wherefore then were ye not afraid to speak against my 
servant Moses ; 

From the disappearance of Moses — ^for none fcnowedi 
his sepulchre unto this day — to the establishment of the 
kingdom under Saul and David the Old Testament 
intensifres its awe-inspiring drama. 

The main theme of this great accumulative symphony 
is stiU the relation between man and the. Namdess ; and 
stiU does the Nameless, as in the stories of Samson and of 
Saul, find in Jehovah exactly what Jehovah found in 
Moses, an erratic, wayward, cantankerous, but frithfiil 
mouthpiece to Its mysterious will. 

And after all, as we know from bitter experience, 
neither Milton’s pure and eternal Spirit, who “Dove-like 
sat’st brooding on the vast abyss and mad’st it pr^nant,” 
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nor die “loving Father” o£ Jesus, fill up or complete 
altogether the characteristics of the Po-wer-that governs 
the cosmos. 

There has always been found, in Its ways to men, and 
to animal s and birds and fishes too, an element that is 
different firom both these qualities, an element neither 
spiritual nor loving, an element indeed that has not only 
cruelty in it but an unmistakable touch of satanic malice. 

It was St. Paul wbo made of Jesus — “but we have die 
mind of Christ” — ^what Aeschylus lacked the penetration 
to make of Prometheus, that is to say a God o( pure good- 
ness, to stand between us and this devilish element in the 
Nameless ; for it was no more concealed from St. Paul 
than it was concealed firom Dostoievsky how impossible 
it is to justify “the ways of God to man.” 

Certain figures in the Old Testament stand forth with 
dramatic outlines as distinct and with intensity of feeling 
as tragic as ^ any figures in classic or Nordic Uterature. 
Such are the figures of Samson the Nazarite and EHjah 
the Tishbite. Both these gigantic personahties were 
peculiarly dear to the heart of die Nameless, who, as we 
read, inspired them with something of Its own cruel 
violence as well as with Its own creative spirit. 

How often must the Hebrew race, and many another 
race, too, in fhdr hour of subjection, have pondered, as 
Milton under the “barbarous dissonance” of the Restora- 
tion, upon the death of this hero of the Eternal ! 

The description of the death of Samson, as our King 
James’s Version translates it, is indeed a perfect example 
of how when we treat the Bible “as Hterature” we neither 
lessen its grandeur nor diminish its inspiration. 

Treated as “the Word of God,” as our fathers treated 
it, how easily by taking it all for granted in one mono- 
tonous level of consecrated gloom can we lose altogether 
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that poetry which is the highest “word” of all, and which 
is without any question the very inspiration of the Name- 
Iks! 

And it came to pass, when their hearts were merry, that they 
said. Call for Samson, that he may make us sport. And they 
called for Samson out of the prison house ; and he made them 
sport : and they set him between the pillars. And Samson said 
unto the lad that held him by the hand. Suffer me that I may 
feel the pillars whereupon the house standeth, that I may lean 
upon them. . . . And Samson called upon the Lord and said, 
O Lord God, remember me, I pray thee, and strengthen me, I 

a thee, only this once, O God, that I may be avenged of the 
tines for my two eyes. . . . And Samson said. Let me die 
with the Philistines. And he bowed himself with all his might ; 
and the house fell upon the lords, and upon all the people that 
were therein. So uie dead which he dew at his death were 
more than they which he slew in his life. 

But liiat Elijah its Prophet made an even deeper im- 
pression on the Hebrew mind than Samson its Champion 
is proved by the words of Jesus Himself who hesitates not 
to declare that His great herald, John the Baptist, was 
actually a re-incamation of EUjah. 

But unquestionably the favourite book of the Old 
Testament with average philosophic Nordics is the Book 
of Job. And how significant it is of the manner in which 
Jehovah so effectively represents the Nameless, that God’s 
only reply to our outraged indictmait of His extra- 
ordinary ways should be a thunderii^ description of our 
weakness compared with His strength ! 

It would be difficult to find anything more different 
firom the tender and desperate piety of the Psalms than 
the sly worldly wisdom of the Proverbs ; and how dbar- 
acteristic it is of the particular genius of our English 
translatois that just as they can respond to the revolu- 
tionary spirit of these old writings, so they can convey 
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in their version of the Proyprbs that particular tone of 
what might be called moderation in virtue which is the 
chief characteristic of our English Prayer Book ! 

“Be not over-righteous, nor take upon thyself to be 
too wise. Why should’st tbou destroy diyselfj” And 
certainly in their power of catching the poetic cynicism 
of Ecclesiastes side by side with the desperate humilities, 
of tbe Psalms King James’s scholars were not less tban 
inspired. My own fiivourite book in the Bible is the 
Psalms, and it gives me a peculiar satisfiction to know 
that this was die feeling of our most sophisticated of all 
secular critics, Walter Pater. And what a book for the 
lonely and the unhappy the Psalms is ! 

Rationalist opponents of rehgion speak sometimes as 
if the organized churches were responsible for the Bible’s 
hold over people. Nothing could be more untrue ! The 
Old Testament, as cannot be repeated too often, remains 
the grand revolutionary arsenal for the individual’s 
weapons against all constituted authority; and if, as 
William Blake says, Jesus Christ was the greatest Revolu- 
tionary of all time, was indeed the supreme Anarchist, 
who — 

His seventy disdples sent 
Against Religion and Government ! 

it is from the prophetic books of the Old Testament that 
Jesus drew, as so many others have done, the spirit of 
divine revolt against “the Powers of this World.” 

The “Biography” of our English Bible is, as Mr. Bates 
so admirably sums it up, the story of the resistiess demand 
of the masses of the people, against the will of constituted 
authority, to possess this dangerous book. 

We have, however, as the Editor of The Bible as 
Literature willingly admits, to give the credit for our un- 
equalled Authorized Version to one of our most eccentric 
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rulers, namely to “the wisQst fool in Christendom,” King 
James the First! Making use of the earlier labours of 
Wilham -Tyndale and Miles Coverdale, this learned 
monarch’s committee of scholars, headed by Dr. Reynolds 
of Corpus Christi, Oxford, and by Dr. Lancelot Andrews, 
Dean of Westminster, brought out this work — the greatest 
Translation ever made — ^in the year i6ii. Ardent as he 
was in this noble undertaking and assiduously pushing his 
churchmen on, James, Mr. Bates reminds us, insisted that 
no return shoidd be made to the Tyndale-Coverdale 
translation of the Greek word eccksia in the proper, 
classical, democratic sense of an “assembly” or “con- 
gregation,” but that the sacerdotal expression, “church,” 
used in the so-called “Bishop’s Bible,” should be the 
word employed. 

But never has the pecuUar genius of English scholars, 
and never has, one must add, the peculiar genius of the 
Enghsh language, been displayed to grander effect than 
in this book, the actual words of which, even in the case 
of sundry expressions that cleverer and smarter revisions 
have "improved upon,” have sunk so deeply into our 
popular consciousness that they have become for many 
of us the inveterate form through which our love, our 
hate, our happiness, our lust, our greed, our pity, our 
pride, our humility, our despair, our ecstasy, yea ! and 
even our cursing of life, must be expressed, if they ate 
to be expressed from the bowels of our soul ! 

And the curious thing is, that, while for those who 
instinctively respond to the prelatical translation of 
“eedesia” as “church” our English Prayer Book offers 
its unequalled counterpart to the Latin of authority, of 
tradition, of order, of organization. King James’s Bible 
has remained to this day the inexhaustible inspiration of 
heretics, outlaws, and rebels ! 
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From the time of the Lollards this book has been the 
book of those who, like Walt Whitman, are critical of 
Institutions, critical of Priesthoods, critical of States and 
Governments. The culmination of the Old Testament 
is in the spirit of Prophecy ; and the Prophet, firom the 
beginning of time imto this day, has been the despised 
of the rich, die trouble of the priests, and the mad terror 
of the ruler. 

If any unwearied reader of the Bible were asked why, 
after racing through this book from cover to cover, he 
proceeds to repeat this singular performance, his answer 
would in essence be the same as that of Uncle Tom, the 
same as that of Tom o’ Bedlam, (he same as that of a vast 
anonymous multitude of Toms and Johns ; namely, that 
it gives him the will, the tenacity, die cunning, even if 
it cannot give him the strength or the courage, to put the 
World’s values in their place! 

The greatest literary works of our Western World, and 
I cannot help suspecting of the whole round Earth, are 
three in number. They are the Hebrew Scriptures, 
Homer, and Shakespeare. It was the greatest of Germans 
who said, “How can I hate the French when I owe to 
them my intellectual culture i” and it is hard not to feel 
dhat tiiis Goethean idea of the power of Literature to 
destroy race-prgudice is destined to outlive all that an 
inbuman and illiterate science can do in its eager desire 
to put weapons of destruction into the hands of oppressors. 

And how ironical it is that any bold free-thinker among 
us with any real imaginative response to life should, out 
of his “intolerance of intolerance,” give up enjoyii^ this 
shameless, passionate, poetical, earth-loving Old Testament, 
in wBch Acre is no illusion about personal immortality, 
no illusion about ethical idealism, no illusion about the 
friendliness of the universe, no false hopes about this 
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“thinking reed” so preposterously made in the image of 
God! 

How ironical that such persons should say in their 
hearts : “The Bible is so obscure, so inconsistent, so full 
of sweet mirages and pleasant lies ; let us therefore put in 
its place the simple, indubitable utterances of speculative 
psychology and me profound never-to-be-changed revela- 
tions of experimentd physics 1” 

Many attempts have been made to explain the secret 
of the peculiar beauty of this great Translation. One feels 
at once that the essential quality both of its prose and its 
poetry is at die opposite pole from the prevailing stylistic 
manner of modem writers. 

Ibe form of the ancient Hebrew poetry, as the Author- 
ized Version catches its spirit, depends chiefly upon two 
elements, imaginative exaggeration and musical repetition. 

It is in its subject-matter, however, that its power 
chiefly lies, and this consists in the inter-blending of three 
dominant motifs, the glory and shame of Man, the beauty 
and terror of Nature, and the sometimes appalling and 
sometimes consoling Mystery of the First Cause. Each 
of these recurrent motifs is constandy appearing and dis- 
appearirg, as the wild music of die ocean of life flows 
forward ; while it is always with this life, and never with 
any attempt to attain another life, that the Old Testament 
is concerned. Nor does the ancient prose style of the 
Hebrews, as King James’s scholars render it, differ very 
much from that of their poetry, save that the rhythmic 
repetition is less pronounced, and the m^estic realism of 
the simple narration holds the subject even yet closer to 
the earth. 

The Eternal must hefr as, at least by the feeling of His 
Presence in this actual life ; for it is unlikely — so runs the 
constant refrain of the Old Testament — ^that we shall hear 
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His voice out of the dust. It is impossible for persons who 
love reading the Bible from beginning to end, not to feel 
thankful that the canonical order of the books it contains, 
so artfully different from the chronological conclusions 
of sdentfric research, has been allowed, by the deep 
dramatic sense of those who arranged it and those who 
translated it, to mount up, exacdy as we have it to-day, 
from Genesis to Malachi ! 

The Book of Genesis contains, as it should contain, the 
simplest narrations of aU ; monumental vignettes of human 
pathos and drama, only equalled by Homer. 

And Isaac his fiither said unto him, Who art thou ? And he 
said, I am thy son, thy firstborn Esau. And Isaac trembled 
very exceedingly, and said. Who ? where is he that hath taken 
venison, and brought it to me, and I have eaten of all before 
thou earnest, and have blessed him ? yea, and he shall be blessed. 

And when Esau heard the words of his fiither, he cried with 
a great and exceedir^ bitter cry, and said unto his father. Bless 
me, even me also, O my father. - 

But then, as we read on, following diis totally un- 
scientific but surely inspired canon, though it be but the 
canon of a multitude of anonymous Hebrew scholars, 
and pass from Moses to die Judg^, and from die Juc^es 
to Saul and David and the Kings, the tone of the writing 
grows steadily more subjective, more lyrical, more cosmic. 

And he came thither unto a cave, and lodged there; and 
behold, the word of the Lord came to him, and he said unto 
him. What doest thou here, Elijah ? And he said, I have been 
very jealous for the Lord God of hosts ; for the children of 
Israel have forsaken thy covenant, thrown down thine altars, 
and slain thy prophets with the sword ; and L even I only, am 
left ; and they seek my life, to take it away. 

And he said. Go forth, and stand upon the mount before the 
Lord. And behold, the Lord passed by, and a great and strong 
wind rent the mountains, and brake in pieces die rocks before 
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the Lord; but the Lord was not in the wind: and after the 
wind an earthquake ; but the Lord was not in the earthquake : 
and after the earthquake a fire ; but the Lord was not in the 
fire: and after the fire a sdli small voice . . . yet have I left 
me seven thousand in Israel, all the knees which have not bowed 
unto Baal, and every mouth which hath not kissed him* 

Still following the canonical order handed down to us 
firom these old nameless Jewish sages, an order charged 
with the amor fati of the most fate-conscious of all races, 
we arrive at the Book of Job, where, deprofundis indeed, 
the soul of man turns upon the Manager of his World- 
Show, and, as Ivan Karamazov says, “returns Him the 
ticket/’ 

And Job spake and said, Let the day perish wherein I was bom, 
and the night in which it was said, There is a man child conceived. 
Let that day be darkness; let not God regard it from above, 
neither let the light shine upon it. Let darkness and the shadow 
of death stain it ; let a cloud dwell upon it ; let the blackness of 
the day terrify it. , . * Lo; let that night be solitary, let no 
joyful voice come therein ... let it look for light, but have 
none; neither let it see the dawning of the day: because it 
shut not up the doors of my mothers womb, nor hid sorrow 
from mine eyes ... for now should I have lain still and been 
quiet, I should have slept; then had I been at rest ... as an 
hidden untimely birdi, I had not been ; as infants which never 
saw light. There the wicked cease from troubling ; and there 
the weary be at rest. There the prisoners rest together ; they 
hear not the voice of the oppressor. 

The small and the great are there ; and the servant is free from 
his master. 

Wherefore is light given to him that is in misery, and life 
unto the bitter in soul . . . which rejoice exceedingly and are 
glad when they can find the grave e 

And thus having reached the uttermost depths; and 
peradventure, like Job, finding ourselves still alive, still 
going to and fro upon the earth, what chord, in this great 
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andent world-tragedy, will *be struck after the Second 
Act, struck as the orchestra plays for the Intermission i 
Which of us whp have lasted it out to middle-age and 
tested the nature of the world cannot respond to the voice 
of the Preacher, that low-pitched paean of the Second- 
Best, whose disillusionment no Horace, no Voltaire, no 
Anatole France can surpass, but which by some dramatic 
instinct in humanity has fallen into its place in the very 
centre of the Bible ? 

For to him that is joined to all the living there is hope, for a 
living dog is better than a dead lion. 

For the living know that they shall die ; but the dead know 
not any thing, neither have they any more a reward ; for the 
memory of diem is forgotten. . . . 

. . . Whatsoever thy hand findeth to do, do it with thy 
might ; for there is no work, nor device, nor knowledge, nor 
wisdom, in the grave, whither thou goest. 

I returned, and saw under the sun, that the race is not to the 
swift, nor the battle to the strong, neither yet bread to the wise, 
nor yet riches to men of understanding, nor yet favour to men 
of skill ; but time and chance happeneth to them all. 

Thus we hear the voice of the Preacher, “And behold ! 
all is vanity and vexation of spirit.” 

“All,” as me greatest of the Greek philosophers said, 
“all flows away and nothing abides.” 

Nothing? Faint and low, as if upon the wind of Space, 
outside ^ our egoistic cravings, outside all our inevitable 
frustrations, comes still the voice of the Psalmist, that 
voice from “the God,” as Emily Bronte says, “within our 
breast,” the God within us and yet beyond us, that is our 
real “Bdng and Breath.” 

My days are like a shadow that dedineth ; and I am withered 
like grass. . . . Of old hast thou laid the foundations of the 
earth ; and the heavens are the work of thy hands. They shall 
perish, but thou shalt endure ; yea, all of them shall wax old 
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like a garment; as a vesture shalt thou change them, and they 
shall be changed: But thou art the same, and thy years shall 
have no end. 

When Matdbew Arnold said that the power of the 
Bible lay in its appeal to mercy and justice, in its appeal 
to what we call ‘^righteousness,” he was not wrong ; but 
there is more in it than that. 

The culmination of the Old Testament is in the Prophets. 
All leads up to the Prophets. Prose and poetry, lamenta- 
tions and exultations, despairs and resignations, to the 
Prophets it mounts up, and with the Prophets it ends. 

The poetry of the Psalms washes, like a cleansing air, 
over the bitterness of every personal life ; and its lyrical 
burdai, soothing away our personal griefs, is always the 
same. We as individuals are and are not ; but the Power 
by which we live, the Power into whose hands we sink 
when we die. That, and That alone, abideth forever *, and 
in That, and not in the self that perishes, is immortal life. 

Lord, thou hast been our dwelling-place in all generations. 
Before the mountains were brought forth, or ever thou hadst 
formed the earth and the world, even &om everlasting to ever- 
lasting, thou art God. 

Thou tumest man to destruction; and sayest, R.etum, ye 
children of men. For a thousand years in thy si^t are but as 
yesterday when it is past, and as a watch in the night. Thou 
earnest mem away as wiih a flood; they are as a sleep: in the 
morning they are like grass which growira up. In the momii^ 
it flourisheth and groweth up ; in dje evening it is cut down 
and withereth. . . . 

. . . The days of our years arc threescore years and ten ; and 
if by reason of strength they be fourscore years, yet is their 
strength labour and sorrow ; for it is soon cut off, and we fly away. 

Some will say, “What comfort is it to the individual 
who perishes that God, that the Nameless, should live 
forever ? ” I think the answer is that for all its tragic finality 

42 



THE BIBLE AS LITERATURE 


there remains a strange beauty, a deep feeling of peace 
and calm and infinite escape, in the thought of the death 
of the individual self and the eternity of something that 
is not individual. 

The greatest of modem American poets, Edgar Lee 
Masters, has expressed this feeling, the feeling that comes 
over us again and again as we give ourselves up to the 
ebb and flow of this Psalm-music, a music like a sad and 
tender night-wind passing over the roofs of the world and 
over the “window’d raggedness” of the outcasts of the 
world, giving us not hope but peace. 

Ice cannot shiver in the cold, 

Nor stones shrmk from the lapping flame. 

Eyes that are sealed no more have tears ; 

Ears that are stopped hear nothing ill ; 

Hearts turned to mt are strange to pain ; 

Torques that are dumb report no loss ; 

Hands stiffened, well may idle be ; 

Work is, but folded hands need work not ; 

Nothing to say is for dumb tongues. 

The rolling earth rolls on and on 

With trees and stones and winding streams — 

My dream is what the hill-side dreams ! 

Yes, there is a strange satisfaction, mysterious as death, 
a satisfliction that the music of poetry alone can give in 
this feeling of the troubles of time bemg over, and the 
timeless “hill-side” of the Eternal alone continuing. 

The individual passes ; but there come moments when 
we are content that it should be so ; for we feel that the 
thoughts of the most abject among us are not altogether 
lost. In the Eternal they still live — ^those thoughts and 
the labours of those hands. 

Let thy work appear unto thy servants, and thy glory unto 

their children. And let the beauty of the Lord our God be 

43 



THE PLEASURES OF LITERATURE 


upon us, and establish thou die work of our hands upon us, yea 
the work of our hands establish thou it. 

It is easy enot^h — alas, we all know that ! — ^to lay so 
much stress upon the loss of our personal identity — this 
Jack and Tom and Bob and Bill, this Bess and NeU and 
Sue and Kate which is all we feel ourselves to be— that 
such talk as this about our “thoughts,” or our “work,” 
or some unearthly de-personalized “essence,” surviving 
in the Eternal, sounds like a mockery of wordy rhetoric. 

But living men are we, lively particles of dust and 
vapour, not algebraic equations, and if in everything else 
we get comfort from faint, vague, dim, flickering chances, 
and intimations of chances, such as when you press too 
hard upon them flit away like smoke, surely it is no mere 
priesdy trick but a natural motion of the soul, as inevitable 
as the clutch of an embryo’s fingers, that we should make 
the most of these old dim paleoUthic hints of immortality. 

But if the poetry of the Psalms is like the music of a 
long-drawn wind in the night, in the beauty of which 
we accept the passing of that which most certainly passes 
and the abiding of that which we may hope abides, when 
we come to the Prophets a different note is heard. 

It is obscurer, it is wilder, it is more irrational. There 
is that in it that struggles to find an utterance for an 
■ inspiration that rolls away the great stone that all our 
reasonable, and all our natural, and all our logical con- 
clusions have placed upon the Wishing-Well of the heart’s 
desire, the Well of “our frther Jacob,” in the great Desert. 

In a new and unpredictable (hrection does this prophetic 
cry carry us. Hitherto, in the books of the Old Testament, 
it has been by tenacity of purpose, by heroic endurance, 
by strength and courage and faith, by the proud fulfilling 
of the Law, by the magnanimous practice of Benevolence 
and Righteousness, that the wiU of the Eternal was obeyed. 
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But in the Prophets the ‘mystery of the universe is 
approached from a totally different direction. It is in fact 
not “approached” at all. It is found within ourselves. Yes, 
this great thundering and undying Eternal, whose only 
answer to Job was to shout him down, is now discovered 
to be a living part, the only living part, of the individual 
soul that perishes ! 

For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways 
my ways, saith the Lord. . . . Can a woman forget her sucking 
child, that she should not have compassion on the son of her 
womb ? Yea, they may forget, yet wdl I not forget thee. . . . 
For thus saith the high and lofty One that inhabiteth eternity. . . . 
I dwell in the high and holy place, with him also that is of a 
contrite and humble spirit, to revive the spirit of the humble, 
and to revive the heart of die contrite. 

It is as though the poetry of the Psalms had brought an 
echo out of Infinite Space. 

For what is the “high and lofiy One” doing here except 
answering the cry of that famiHar Psalm that quivers 
through the chords of man’s betrayed nerves hke the wind 
through telegraph-wires ? 

Create in me a dean heart, O God, and renew a right spirit 
within me. . . . 

For thou desirest not sacrifice, eke would I give it; thou 
delightest not in burnt offering. The sacrifices of God are a 
broken spirit ; a broken and a contrite heart, O God, thou vrilt 
not despise. . . . 

There is certainly nothing hke this in Homer, and not 
very much resembling it in Shakespeare ; nor, to confess 
the truth, is it very common in the Old Testament. It 
belongs rather to that particular aspect of the New 
Testament whereof Dostoievsky is the greatest modem 
exponent. 

But rare though it be, it is the climax towards which 
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the whole of the Old Testament moves, since Cain, the 
first-bom, went forth a wanderer over the face of the 
earth. It is nothing less than that psychological emptiness 
in the heart’s abyss, which, when it is filled by the spirit 
of the Nameless, becomes what Emily Bronte calls “the 
God within my breast.” 

The difference between this Hebrew emptiness in the 
soul that can only be filled by the Spirit beyond all worlds 
— dark and strange though that Nameless be — and the 
metaphysical selflessness advocated by Buddhism, is that 
the former treats the Nameless as a Person. 

It was none other than Goethe who said, “And there 
is room for this also” ; and for myself, as a sworn irration- 
alist, I can only say that I am proud to follow William 
Blake in placing this Semitic Book above all our Aryan 
metaphysic. 

After all, the only thing I know for certain is my own 
personal mind ; and that I know to be a Bemg that loves 
and hates and feels pleasure and pain. Why men must I 
kiterpret the Eternal in terms of mathematical symbols of 
which I know nothing and of chemical forces which I 
only know from the outside, while I rgect as a childish 
analogy the living identity which I know so intimately 
and from the inside? 

It is true that these subtle intellectual systems in dealing 
with the self and “the escape firom the self” call upon us 
to enter upon a cold-blooded scientific “process of salva- 
tion” in which by a premeditated method we craftily drop 
the part of the self that anyway is doomed, in order to 
hitch some evasive fragment of what is left, as securely 
as we can, to the slippery spirals of the Absolute. 

But the reason why the Jewish Bible has so completely 
beatai off the field — at any rate as for as our Anglo-Celtic 
soul is concerned— all this Aryan Metaphysic, is because 
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it interprets the world in terms of the heart rather than in 
terms of the head ; and because it finds, as indeed the great 
Kant himself fotind, that the secret of things lies in the 
inspiration of the human conscience rather than in the 
cunning decrees of the human intellect. 

And here again I cannot see why humiHty before the 
Eternal and an escape from ourselves into the Eternal in 
the simple emotional manner of the Psalms and the 
Prophets, should not lift us into the Timeless quite as 
effectively as any mental concentration. 

Jesus was only carrying the Psalms and Prophets a 
“:&thom and a half” fiirther when He used His famous 
expression about losing your hfe to save it ; and the mere 
£ict that the imaginative tone in the Psalms and the 
Prophets mms the relations between the temporal and the 
eternal into a poetic one rather than a chemical or a 
mathematical one is from my point of view all to its 
advantage. 

Few impassioned readers of the Bible have been dutiful 
adherents of organized sacerdotal Religion ; for the spirit 
of both Old and New Testament is a spirit of revolt 
against organization of every kind. 

Certainly in Great Britain, from the time of the LoUards 
to the present hour, the strongest Bible-lovers have been 
anything but meek adherents of either Church or State. 
Very often, as with the old Independents, they have been 
fierce opponents of them both. This is where the spirit 
of the Bible differs firom the spirit of the Prayer Book ; 
and I am tempted to think that whereas the more docile 
and more feminine piety in these islands cleaves to the 
Prayer Book, the Bible is stiU the inspirer of the greater 
number of solitary souls who prefer to worship in the 
“House not made with Hands.” 

For myself I lean to the view that if our survival after 
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death depends, as some maintain, upon the measure ©four 
detachment from self-absorption, there is a stronger 
liberating magic in the psychological humility of the 
Semitic method than in the metaphysical Humility of 
the Aryan method, the former being spontaneous and 
imaginative, the latter premeditated and scientific. 

In any case I am sure that the growing prejudice which 
so large a segment of our younger generation feds against 
the Bible is due to the fact that they link it with the dis- 
gusting hypocrisy, the sly malicioiKness, the half-sup- 
pressed goatishness, of so many among its official champions. 

But to hate the Bible because many of its adherents are 
repulsive is as absurd as to hate Homer because you had 
an unpleasant teacher at school. Herein lies the advantage 
of comir^ fi:esh to this book as if it were heathen literature. 
It puts back the heart into it, the heart that has been de- 
stroyed by the repulsive hypocrisies and odious cruelties 
of the past. 

Written in the East, and made the supreme Sacred Book 
in the West, this living projection of the soul of Israel 
will no doubt have its re-births and its re-valuations to 
the end of time. 

And we have to fece the feet that our Anglo-Celtic 
race has come to find its individual religion in Jewish 
emotion and in Jewish imagination as nowhere else. 
This when you come to think of it is a very strange thing. 
I doubt if even the practical Romans allowed themselves 
to be dominated by the geoius of the poetical Greeks to 
such a tune as this ! 

How has this come about ; For it is dear that in the 
Latin of foe Catholic Church the Hebrew demont is not 
preserved to anything like the extent it is in our English 
Bible. Is it because we are the most unphilosophic and 
individualistic of all races and the race above all others to 
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exalt the Prophet at the expense of the thinker and the 
priest? Or was there, perhaps, in the ancient Iberian 
aboriginals of these islands a pre-Celtic strain that was not 
Aryan at all, and that is stirred in its atavistic depths by 
this Semitic book ? 

It is at any rate significant that just as the Irish were 
str^gthened in the struggle to retain their racial identity 
by the Roman Church, so have the Welsh been strength- 
ened in a similar struggle by the Welsh Bible. 

Anyway the whole of this Authorized Version, wherein 
the religious spirit of England is wedded to the reli^ous 
spirit or the Jews, is inspired by what we call the religious 
idea, namely, the idea, defined by Goethe, at the end of 
Faust, that all transitory things are symbols of what is 
beyond time. 

“The great globe itself,” as Shakespeare says, “yea! 
all which it inherit, shall dissolve and . . . leave not a 
rack behind.” 

But how can there be this flowing away without some 
hidden permanence whereby in reality we measure the 
speed of the flow ? But the existence of this permanence, 
beyond and beneath the universal flux, is rather an 
intimation that comes to us in moments of deep feeling 
than a scientific conclusion. 

And its presence, the presence of something beyond the 
laws of cause and elFect, not unfrequendy presents itself— 
at least it did to the ancient Hebrews and old-fashioned 
Englishmen — ^in the form of what we now call the 
“miraculous.” 

Thus Matthew Arnold’s contention that the Bible will 
survive by its “morality touched by emotion” does not 
cover the whole field. What the Bible hves by is its 
undying protest ia imperishable poetry against a world 
wherein -“miracles” cannot happen ! 
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The Biblical attitude is that creation implies the “imr- 
aculous” ; and when one thinks of the fantastic shifts to 
which science has been put to get life going without die 
miraculous ever since Democritus had to supply his atoms 
with fish-hooks it seems that the Biblical attitude still 
holds good. 

The Bible is great Literature ; but it is Literature that 
“has the peculimty,” as the ancient Welsh books would 
put it, of giving our earth-wisdom a wholesome shock; 
the sort of shock diat Hercules gave Antaeus when he 
lifted him into the air. But “this kind goetih not forth” 
without inspiration ; and is the prerogative of the prophet 
rather than of the philosopher. 

The hand of the Lord was upon me and carried me out in 
the spirit of the Lord, and set me down in the midst of the 
valley which was full of bones. And caused me to pass by them, 
round about ; and behold, there were very many in the open 
valley ; and lo, they were very dry. 

And he said unto me. Son of man, can these bones live i 
And I answered, O Lord God, thou knowest. 

I believe that most of us fi»l in our hearts that it is 
easier to “enjoy,” as we say, “simply as Utmture” the 
Old Testament .than the New. 

The Old Testament contains the grandesit mass of 
poetry, history, drama, jurisprudence, ever collected in 
one human volume ; and the comfort of it is that we can 
throw ourselves into it, as Poetry and Mythology and 
religious and irreligious Soothsaying, without being any 
more committed to its varied ways of taking life than 
we are in the case of Homer or of Shakespeare. 

But it is a very different story when we open the New 
Testament ! Here we are confironted, sentence by sentence, 
verse by verse, with words that have become me mystic 
and ritualistic background, the moral and aesthetic atmo- 
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Sphere, of our whole life. We may have long ago given 
up “going to church, ” but few of us with any sensitiveness 
or imagination or curiosity about existence have been 
able to dodge the familiar scenes and femihar sayings in 
the Gospels. 

With what a mixture "of shyness, of awe, of temps 
retrouvi, of heathen resistance, of uneasy conscience, do 
we turn these pages! That disconcertui^, disarming, 
disturbing personal appeal of our Man-God’s divine 
narcissism, majestically, magnetically drawing us towards 
Him — “I am the way, the truth, and the life” . . . 
“Come unto me all ye that are weary and heavy-laden” 

. . *. “I am the light of the world: he that foUoweth 
me shall not walk in darkness, but shall have the light of 
life” — is certainly a thing, whether we consciously 
resist it or passionately yield to it, or, as most of us do, 
dodge it with uneasy respect, so startling in our individual 
experience, that it seems outside what we hear scientific 
scholarship so coolly entitle the history of comparative 
religion. 

Alas 1 There are few modem philosophers as liberated 
from both rationaUstic and religious prejudice as the late 
incomparable William James ; and yet what we want, 
we humble, patient, and Pyrrhonian firee spirits in the 
presence of this fetal Lover, whose irresistible magnetism 
begins to trouble our litde skiff, even when still leagues 
away firom its in-sucking whirlpool, is a protective 
psychology of the imperilled conscience. 

A capricious book-worm is hardly the person to supply 
this need ; but I have myself found it a protection against 
the Sorcery of the Man-God of my childhood to realize 
the fact that the mere possession of human consciousness 
gives us perforce such an interior sensation of spiritual space 
3iat it is hard hot to surround this “interlunar cave” 
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within ourselves with an aerial atmosphere of divine con- 
sciousness frighteningly aware of everything we think 
and feel! This interior landscape, this far-stretching 
mental space within us with its Watchful-Warden, is the 
scene of a constant painful drama, with the compass- 
needle of our free-will, that delicate instrument, as 
Nietzsche so beautifully says, of torture, wavenng and 
shivering between the South Pole of “I want” and the 
North Pole of “I ought,” while the I'dan-God, “who died 
on tree,” watches gravely and sadly its distressing jerks 
backward and forward. 

Now when once we have become thoroughly aware of 
the teasing necessity of “having the feeling” of this interior 
mental space, so easily invaded by the flickering needle of 
free-will and by the insatiable “divine eye” and “sacred 
heart,” we have in a curious way protected ourselves, 
protected our natural timid bookworm selves, from this 
tormidable “Lovest thou me?” with its fatal mystic 
attraction and its appalling corollary that if you dont 
respond you will lose your immortal soul. I think that 
to a cautious earth-bound mind this implicit threat, 
mingled with sweet love, this threat almost feminine in 
its fury of love rejected — ^“1 know ye not 1 Depart from 
me into everlastii^ fire!” — ^is alone a considerable pro- 
tection. 

Approaching the New Testament, therefore, in an 
unrationalistic but at the same time a cautious spirit, 
perhaps more in the spirit of “the devils who bdheve and 
tremble” than of Herbert Spaicer with cotton-wool in 
his ears, the first thing that must strike us is that the 
writings of St. Paul are much closer to our modem 
nervous troubles than the magical story told by St. Luke 
or the metaphysical love-rhapsodies of St. John. And 
this is because St. Paul is doe psychologist of the Revelation ; 
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and it is of the nature of psychology to dive into the ocean 
of life and move through fhat ocean at a deeper level than 
either magic or metaphysics. By metaphysics we scan the 
horizons and find where water ends and air begins ; by 
magic we make fish fly and birds float, but in the 
“Nautilus” named “Psyche” we swim through the very 
heart of the element itself. 

Modem criticism takes the view that the Fourth Gospel 
— ^the metaphysical one — ^is of much later date than me 
rest, is indeed, perhaps, the last human addition made to 
the Bible; but it surmises the existence of two earlier 
documents used by all the first three Evangelists, one of 
which it visualizes as an original sketch or skeleton of 
the events filled in later by the three writers, and the other 
as an anonymous collection of the sayings of Christ. 

More in harmony with our present purpose is a com- 
parison between the Gospels in the light of what we can 
gather as to the particular treatment of Jesus of Nazareth 
in each of them; and certainly firom this angle of investiga- 
tion the most arresting discovery we make is the superi- 
ority over the others in the pure art of biography of the 
Gospel according to St. Luke. St. Luke’s personality, 
with its method, its style, its predilections, its culture, its 
taste, its unique genius, is a thing we can grasp, a thing 
we can understand in the most natural and human sense. 

Across the crimes and manias and blunders of nearly 
twenty centuries the voice of this great poet-physician is 
still personally audible, with its almost Shakespearean 
tenderness and its ballad-like grace. 

You have only to hurry through Matthew and Mark — 
reading them as if you h^ never read them before — and 
plunge into St. Luke, to find yourself at once under the 
spell of a really great biographer, and one of a peculiarly 
winning and endearing charm. 
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Like Shakespeare, this great healer of soxils, whom I sus- 
pect to have saved the “Russian” nerves of St. Paul, the 
subject of his second masterpiece, by a wisdom as godlike 
as any of the miracles he records, was in a special sense a 
champion and interpreter of that sex towards which his 
excitable ftiend was so perversely hostile. 

We come upon this pecuharity at the very start, in 
relation to the birth of both Jesus and John the Baptist. 
In sentence after sentence, full of a magic like that of the 
piaures of the Old Masters, and full too of a homely 
beauty like that of the anonymous Ballads, he sketches 
the figures of the women whose sons are to change the 
world. 

Nothing is more appealing m art, as Pater so well said, 
speaking of the early Renaissance, than the mingling of 
different “Cultures” when each has behind it a deep and 
rich tradition ; and St. Luke did through the medium of 
poetry what St. Paul did through the medium of psycho- 
logy. He fused the humane intelligence of the Greek 
mind with the passionate poetry of the Hebrew soul. 
And, beyond both of these things, St, Luke anticipates 
the romantic feehng of the Middle Ages. Poet and 
Physician ia equal measure, it is as if he reverted on one 
hand to the healing science of the great classical Galen, 
while on the other he stretched forward to the Celtic 
enchantments of Malory and the Holy Sangreal. 

St. Ldke and St. Paul are indeed the two writers to 
whom the New Testament owes what is most precious 
and memorable in its pages, and while the latter’s Epistles 
are the earliest of our Christian documents, St. Luke’s two 
amazing biographies dedicated to his friend Theophilus 
— ^and what would not we book-lovers give to possess 
translations in English of all the manuscripts in the library 
of this excellent bibliophile ! — ^make up together what we 
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might call the Record of the Case for the Defence in the 
Trial of God before the Court of Man. 

St. Luke’s biography of Paul of Tarsus, commonly 
called the “Acts of me Aposdes,’’ certainly does much to 
increase our confidence in him as the biographer of Jesus. 
It is true his use of the pronoun “we” in the apostles’ 
adventures evokes a realistic assurance to which the poetic 
spell he casts over the more momentous story carries no 
counterpart ; but this is compensated for by the world- 
importance of the events. There have been rationalists 
who held the view — ^there may be some still — that Jesus 
of Nazareth never existed ; but since it is impossible to 
question the existence of St. Paul, and since both in his 
own letters and in St. Luke’s chronicle of his “excursions 
and alarums” St. Paul is forever reverting to the recent 
death of his Man-God and hesitates not to dispute about 
Him with St. Peter, it is very hard to take this view. It 
becomes still harder to take it when, in reading St. Luke’s 
Gospel, the actual personality of Jesus with EBs ways. His 
paradoxes. His tenderness. His furious bursts of anger, 
His frustrations, His miraculous life-illusion, gathers body 
and blood before us. 

Had St. Luke done with Him as we can conceive some 
crafiy Simon Magus doing with some Hebraic Mithras, 
in order to obtain an occult background for his own 
sorceries, St. Luke would be a genius as much greater 
than Cervantes as Christ was greater than Don Quixote. 

If the Jesus of St. Luke never lived, all one can say is 
that it is St. Luke and none other who is responsible for 
inaugurating that magic fairy Christ of the laddie Ages 
whom it is hard not to regard as humanity’s most poetic 
creation, as much more aesthetically beautiful as he is l^s 
verifiable than the “Christ” in our own deep, dark hearts, 
revealed to us by St. Paul ! 
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But the point is, if it hadn’t been for the Jesus whose 
biography St. Luke writes, St. Paul would never have 
discovered that there was what he calls “the mind of 
Christ” in all human souls, that “mind of Christ” which 
is the best hope of our blasted civilization. 

Indeed one can say that if it hadn’t been for the existence 
of Jesus St. Paul himself would never have existed, though 
no doubt there would have been in the annals of Tarsus 
a truculent and very learned Jew, proud of having been 
bom at once a Pharisee of the Pharisees and a citizen of 
Rome; while the greatest step forward in evolution, 
where alone evolution matters, that is to say in the 
humanizing of individuals, would have been indefinitely 
postponed. 

St. Luke makes it clear what an instinctive dramatist he 
is, and no vulgar special pleader for the “Kingdom,” by 
the prominence he gives to John the Baptist as the herald 
of this Transvaluation of all values. The Baptist’s own 
moral teaching was certainly sound and simple from the 
specimens St. Luke gives of it, and like Jesus Himself, this 
Voice rrying in theWildemess seems to have been an 
implacable enemy to the crafty hypocrisies of Church and 
State. And yet with what dramatic feeling for the subtle 
dilforences between the great Rebels does St. Luke indicate 
the touchirg confidence the Baptist shows in the superi- 
ority of his rival. And St. Luke with the most delicate 
art duddates this superiority. He makes it consist entirely 
in the nature of the “Kingdom,” a kingdom revealed by 
Jesus as already present “among us” as well as “within us,” 
but its recognition by our hard hearts and clever brains 
“hidden,” as St. Paul would put it, “from the foundation 
of the world” I 

And let us pretend for a moment, reader, that you are 
literally, and not merely metaphorically, a book-worm, a 
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book-wonn endowed with svi]perhuman curiosity, who, 
in some huge terrestrial Bodleian, has nibbled at the 
“logoi” of Lao-Tze and Kwang-Tze, at the “logoi” of 
Heraclitus and Pythagoras, at the “logoi” of Budmia and 
Zoroaster, a real book-worm, more innocent of the actual 
world than the greatest scholar. What would such a 
devourer of Great Men make of this biography of Jesus 
as the artful poet-doctor rounds it off for die benefit of 
Theophilus ? 

He would be quite ignorant, let us remember, of the 
disputes of Cathohcs and Protestants, of Rationalists and 
Religionists. He would not “even so much as have heard” 
thar there was an Archbishop of Canterbury. All he would 
know about Jesus, and about this “Kingdom” of his, 
would be what St. Luke tells him — ^no more and no less. 
It would be King James’s Version he would be devouring ; 
and as he moved from page to page of that strange 
itinerary, with Jerusalem ever growing always nearer, and 
the place called Golgotha, “which is, being interpreted, 
the place of a skull,” growing always nearer, and the as- 
yet-untenanted tomb of the Arimathean growing always 
nearer, he would, I think, cry out that he had foimd a 
drama equal to all the Greek plays put together. Ignorant 
of so much as he would have been, he would at least, in 
his vermicular progress through the library of Theophilus, 
know what physical pain meant and what necessity meant, 
and what the “insolence of office” meant, and what shame 
and remorse and humiliation meant, and what pride and 
hypocrisy and self-righteousness meant. Above all, he 
would know, what every worm knows, whether bom in 
the leaves of a Bible or in the wood of a Gallows, that 
there’s some illness, some sickness, some curse upon life, 
that makes cheerful endurance rather than thrilling happi-^ 
ness the prevailing temper of organic creation, 
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And our vermicular pilgrim would be surprised tx) 
discover that the phenomenon of pain, whether physical or 
mental, was not here, as it was with Buddha, the crux, 
pivot, and chief motive-force of all philosophizing. He 
would soon become aware that pain for the children 
of the “Kingdom” was incidental to life, was a means to 
life ; and instead of “Nirvana,” or escape from the Great 
Wheel, what “My Father s Kingdom” offered was simply 
“more life,” life more abundant than ear has heard, or 
eye seen, or heart dared to imagine ! 

And he would further discover — ^with less of a shock, 
perhaps, being what he was, than if he’d been the body-louse 
of a Lama— that to be dhe lowest rather than the highest, 
the slave rather dian the master, the fool rather thm the 
wise, the last rather than the first, the tramp radier than 
the statesman, the harlot rather than the matriarch, the 
failure rather than the success, the abject rather than the 
distinguished, the desperate radier than the competent, 
was, mough no more dian pain and suffering, an end in 
itself, in fuller harmony with the spirit of the “Kingdom” 
and offering a better chance of die “life everlasting.” 

Our book-worm would also be amazed, and even 
perhaps, if he were a very scholarly worm, a litde horrified, 
at the part played by women iu St, Luke’s Life of Jesm. 
Unused it may be to quite such an e^iolity of all souh, our 
litde fiiend would find the “tempo’* of this biography to 
savour more of the cheaper daly papers than of the 
Education of Henry Adams. Women and marvels. Love 
and marvels, Wedding-Feasts and marvels. Madmen and 
marvels. Obstruction of Traffic and marvels. Faith-healing 
and marvels. Riots in Temples and marvels. Disturbances 
at Funerals and marvels, Contempt of Court and marvels, 
Damj^e to Property and marvels, hnerference with 
Justice and marvek ; and always women and love, women 
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and death, and always die difiecaice between the “Haves” 
and the “Have-nots” ! 

With women and the opening of the womb this artful 
doctor b^ins his story ; and witn women and the opening 
of the tomb he ends it. 

And certainly it is not only sdaitists who have cause 
to be disturbed by this healing of the sick, this curing of 
the lame, the blind, the deaf, die dumb, without recourse 
to vivisection. The consistent moralist has every reason 
to be offended. “He that is not with me is against me.” 
“He that is not against me is with me.” What are we to 
make of such contradictions e And the unhappy fig-tree ? 
And the drowned swine ? And the unfidr treatment of 
the hard-working elder son who got no “fctted calf,” and 
the laborious workers who had “boruc the burden and 
heat of the day” compared with the lucky rogues who 
shpped in at the eleventh hour i And the subde, com- 
pHcated, mysterious ironies, as puzzling to us as to the 
simple disciples, about makic^ j&iends with Mammon, 
and agreeing with our Adversary quickly, and paying 
tribute to Caesar, and letting the dead bury their d^d ? 
Well, there it is! Had these Gospd-writers been the 
tricky priests our rationalists call them, would they not 
have smoothed out these enigmatical creases in the Coat 
. without a Seam ? 

Apparendy the great Baptist was completely satisfied 
before that atal “Strip-Tease Dance” took place in the 
Palace ; but modem critics want, it appears, quite other 
credentials firom a Man-Gk>d than the l^e walking, and 
the deaf hearing, and the poor being told they are nearer 
the “Kingdom” than the rich. Ancl so the burdai of that 
reiterated question stiU runs on, sighed, moaned, wailed, 
by a multitude of articulate and inarticulate voices, “Is 
this He we look for, or do we wait for another ?” 
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Certainly upon one modem trouble of ours St. Luke’s 
Jesus is strangely silent. What about the question, “Is it 
all worth it ? Is it better to be alive than to be dead 
Or, ^ain, is it perhaps all equal, all the same, one event 
or the other event, something or nothing, to be or not to 
be, all the same, all equal, the good and the evil, the just 
and the unjust, the merciful and the unmerciful, all equal, 
all a weariness and a foUy ? 

But read as we may in this biography of Jesus, it does 
not appear that for one single moment did this ultimate 
doubt as to the worth of life present itself to the mind of the 
“Son of Man.” And why was this ? Why — so our worm 
might enquire — did the Devd, in his Temptation in the 
Wudemess, confine himself to such obvious human weak- 
nesses as greed and power-lust and pride, and not suggest 
to the mind of the Saviour a Mephistophelean doubt as 
to the value of God’s having meddled at all with the 
original and most blessed Nothingness i 

I fancy myself that our vemucular critic will have to 
wait for any bookish answer to this terrific question, this 
question as to why St Luke didn’t make a craving for 
Nothingness, a longing for Annihilation, our Lord’s final 
temptation, till he arrives in his nibbling progress at 
Spengler’s Decline of the West. Here he wm hscover 
that our Pour Gospels represent the “Spring-time of 
M^ian Culture” ; and that it is the characteristic of the 
“Spring-time” of every “culture” not only to take an 
optimistic view of the value of life, but to be incapable of 
interning any other view. 

We ourselves may be permitted to ask : “Is it the Semitic 
instinct as against the Hindu instinct, this upward-moving, 
dawn-growing, sap-rising life-love in St. Luke’s Jesus s ” 
One can hardly say so, in face of the abysmal world- 
weariness in certain places in the Old Testament, partial^ 
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larly in the Book of Ecclesiastes. And if “Nothingness” 
and its familiar-spirit “Death-longing” are absent from the 
thoughts of Jesus, it is certain also that Carlyle was wrong 
when he called Christianity a “Worship of Sorrow.” 

Pain and grief, tears and mourning, privation, beggary, 
humiliations, insults, injuries — ^all these things are only the 
way to more natural happiness, to fuller natural life. They 
are a means to an end. They are not the end. Carlyle 
made the grand mistake of all perverted Puritans. 

I suspect that the poetical St. Luke, in his medical 
attendance upon Paul of Tarsus, reached an intimate 
knowledge of the fatal Manichaean twist that could be 
given to such sayings as, “Whosoever looketh on a woman 
to lust after her hath committed adultery with her already 
in his heart,” which is, after all, only what Shakespeare 
makes King Lear remark of the Beadle and the Whore. 
One has only to contemplate the life-tempo of the majority 
of the physically comfortable people one.knovTs; and 
how dull, how stupid, how weary, stale, flat and unprofit- 
able they have allowed thek response to fife to grow ! 

The truth is, you can much more justly accuse the Jesus 
of St. Luke of an immoral refusal to make virtue its oWn 
reward than you can accuse him of worshipping pain or 
calling upon anyone else to worship pain. The tribulations 
of those who acxept the “Kingdom of Heaven” are 
certainly one great way of overcoming the world, but 
St. Luke’s Jesus never implies they are the only way. One 
feels sure diat St. Luke did in the end get it into die head 
even of his self-tormenting patient, the neurotic St. Paul, 
that the great thing is not to worship the tribulations, 
but to overcome the world! 

And St. Luke makes it quite dear that initiates of the 
“Kingdom of Heaven” fignt with the world and with the 
powers of the world, and with the conventions and 
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brutalities of tbe world, not for morbid or masochistic 
motives, but simply because, by reason of some profound 
cosmic law that Jesus discovered, it is actually possible “to 
die to live,” and that by “taking the lowest place” and 
flifflising one’s self-assertion, and sacrificing one’s pride, 
yes ! by the actual endurance of pain itself, you sensitize 
your nature to subtleties ur^uessed at, and throw open, 
as it were, the pores of your Psyche to m^netic waves 
of happiness from unknown depths ! 

But I would myself suggest that the problem of why 
Satan didn’t tempt Jestjs with the futility of creation and 
with the escape of Nothingness, is best answered in a 
most ample way. AH the feelicgs attributed by St. Luke 
to Jesus are natural frdings, natural and actual and human, 
though by no means always moral. May it not be, there- 
fore, that St. Luke’s Jesus does not struggle with a cravii^ 
for Nothingness and a weariness of Creation for the 
simple reason that this “Nothingness” about which we 
modems are so fond of talking, this “nihilism” with 
which we satisfy our cosmic sadism, has no real existence! 

St. Luke’s Jesus is a tarrifying realist. He is so much a 
reslist that he refuses, just as his heroic antagonist Nietzsdhe 
did, to do<%e or to cover up with idm phrases the 
ultimate contradiction between the Will to Power in us 
and the Will to Sacrifice. Neither of them compromised : 
for the one said, “Not my will, but thine, be done !” and 
the other said, “Not I, but the Over-man 1 ” But we mu^ 
confess the truth — ^the tmth which as children, learning 
our “goitlojesus” rigmaroles, we lorged to cay out ! — 
the . truth that St. Luke’s Jesus is startnogly, shockingly, 
violently arhitrary. Inconsistency i$ the life-breath of 
realism. It is not our instinct, it is our reason that is con- 
sistmt — ^“and that way madness lies.” Had St. Luke’s 
Jesus displayed the “sweet-reasonableness” with which 
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Matthew Arnold credited hiln, humanity would never 
have been brought to worship him as a God. Nietzsche 
has described soine of the qualities of his Over-man ; but 
a J&r more interesting problem is, "What are the quaHties 
necessary to a 2vlan-God ? 

And this problem has been solved once for all by St. 
Luke. This great biographer emphasizes in his nu^cal 
picture of Jesus just exactly those quahties that lend them- 
selves most to the desire, to the desperate determination of 
the anonymous generations of humanity that some 
particular “Son ofMan” should be also the “Son of God.” 
And is it necessary to repeat, what our vermicular pilgrim 
through the Hbrary of Theophilus has aheady discovered, 
that among these essential qualities in the Making of a 
God it is not justice, not morality, not self-control, not 
stoicism, not reason, not consistency, that supply the 
necessary chemistry? And this is natural aaough; for 
all these are qualities adapted rather to disciples of the 
“Kingdom” than to its “Kmg.” 

Majestic lovableness and a magnetic passion for being 
loved, these are the chief characteristics that our Gospels — 
for it is not wily priests but ims^inative poets who are the 
god-makers — give to their creations. Wherein lies the 
superiority, in this theandric art, of Christ over Buddha i 
Well, for the chief thiiig, Buddha never had a Semitic 
Greek like St. Luke to paint his picture ! 

It is the poetical scenes — Christ washing His disciples’ 
feet, Mary Magdalene washing His feet. His encotmter 
with the polyandrous woman at the well. His raising of 
Lazarus, His blessing the children. His turning water into 
wine. His encounter with the beautiful and rich young 
man. His riding into Jerusalem, His fondness for the young 
St. John, His praying in the garden, His denial by Peter, 
His shattering cry in His pain that His Father had left Him 
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— much more than His blbsings or His cursings or His 
parables, that make us call out as we read, like the remorseful 
centurion at the end of the Crucifixion, “Surely this must 
be the Son of God ! ” 

No, it is the poetic realism of St. Luke’s Jesus that saves 
him from our modem conception of Nothingness. And, 
as I tried to hint just now to my imaginary book-worm, 
it may be that such Nothingness doesn’t exist but is a mere 
invention of our generation. Man invents devils and hells, 
why shouldn’t he invent Nothingness i Of course as a 
matter of feet no one has ever experienced this Nothing- 
ness, nor, in the nature of things, ever can experience it. 
Even in sleep we do not know it, for we always dream, 
whether we remember our dreams or not. The Hell that 
Jesus beUeved in, and to which He consigned His Father’s 
enemies, so that the sound of their wailing and the gnashing 
of their teeth and then: screams for one single drop of 
water might reach the glorified ears of all the Lazaruses 
in the bosom of Abraham, is a very different thing fi-om 
Nothingness. 

I cannot tell how fer Spengler would regard a belief in 
an everlasting Hell for the hypocritical rich and for those 
who do not see in “the least of these little ones” the 
lineaments of God, as a healthy optimistic sign, a sign of 
a “Spring-time Culture.” But in any case it seems to 
me that, after once worshippmg Christ, humanity will 
never be able to go back to Dionysus and his Vme-leaves, 
and will be extremely dubious about all Over-men. 

The great question is, are there depths, I will not say in 
official Christianity, for diat as we know has its “Faith 
Once for All Delivered ” and had better stick to it, but 
in following Jesus, as we catch a due here and a light there 
in the New Testament as Literature, that are still un- 
fethomed ? 
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Spengler and others have Suggested that such a new 
direction may be found in the metaphysical Gospel of 
St. John. I do not believe it ! And if I may at the last 
identify myself with our Theophilistic worm, I would 
confess a worm-like hesitation in accepting even William 
Blake’s “Everlasting Gospel.” 

Had he been Anti-Christ, creeping Jesus, 

He ’d have done anything to please us ! 

Well, I’m not quite sure about that. Of course you 
can say that the proof of the pudding is in the eating and 
that there is something aesthetically unpleasing about the 
pale, bland, soft, unrugged, edgeless, unbedeviled look 
of certain types of Christian ; and I daresay these were the 
gentry whose “creeping” souls Blake so heartily damned. 
But on the other hand, what is sometimes called “muscular 
Christianity” is almost equally unpleasant; -and most of 
us Theophilus-worms have been bothered in our time by 
types that managed to blend together bdth these dis- 
agreeable elements. But to the devil with all this un- 
generous un-Rabelaisian carping! God made them, 
these unengaging ones ; and I daresay we, their heathen 
critics, don’t always appear as beautiful as Shellpy or as 
witty as Voltaire. 

I cannot, all the same, help thinking that there are yet 
left deep veins of psychological secrets in die art of 
handling life and gettii^ happiness out of life to be found 
in the literature of die New Testament that have scarcely 
been tapped at all. And for myself I would look for these 
new underground mole-runs in the direction I will now 
try to indicate, a direction not metaphysical but psycho- 
logical. 

As I have hinted, our Theophilus-worm after devouring 
pages of Lao-Tze and Kwang-Tze found the Semitic 
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Saviour of the world a Kttl'e too simple in his promises of 
life-happmess to those who loved him and suffered for 
his sake. But suppose we discount these promises as 
arguments ad homines. Isn’t it possible that there are deep 
electric power-currents in the human psyche that can be 
tapped by exacdy the same uncontending, uncompeting, 
un-seif-assertive spirit, such as Jesus was to reward so 
liberally in “My Father’s Mansions,” without any very 
vivid hoge of ever reaching that “House, Eternal in the 

And can one not imagine, too, a happy reversion to 
Rabelaisian Christianity, and even some subtle merging 
— hints of which I fency I have found in Rabelais — of a 
cosmic beatitude and a delight in all sex-joys that “mean 
no harm” with the feeling of “being bom again” into 
a selfless equality of all souls » 

My San Francisco friend, Doctor Schott, has developed, 
on lines not unlike those followed by the famous Miss 
Weston in From Ritual to Romance, a theory about the 
birth of pur Lord that gives it a ritualistic rather than a 
supernatural origin ; but for my own purpose just here 
it is on the Gospel i^elf rather than the GospelrBringer 
that I want to concaitrate. 

Is it not sad how the unkind and spiteful piety of orthodox 
believers militates against the psychological evolution of 
Christ’s Kingdom ? How can we do justice to the divine 
anarchism that ananates from this Person until, as He 
suggests Himself, we prefer to blaspheme against Him 
ramer than against the Spirit ; 

And the point that rationalists tend to forget is that if 
Western humanity hadnt worshipped Him as a God, 
this terrific and shattering “Message” would have only 
reached us as the sayings of Heraditus or Pyth^oras did, 
without dxat weight, as of “One who spoke with authority, 

66 



THE BIBLE AS LITERATURE 

and not sts the scribes.” Is it not possible that the evolu- 
tionary Power in and behind our Cosmos did actually 
reveal in this Person s revolutionary attitude to human 
valuations a Secret so important that the manner by which 
He reached it, whether by being a great magician, or by 
being a great prophet, or by being “the Chirist, die Son 
of dhe living God,” is comparatively unimportant* 
Sturdy to any simple-hearted reader who tries to rule his 
thoughts — ^the one thing that does seem almost within 
our power ! — ^by the godlike books produced by inspired 
men, the problem as to the particular relation between 
this one inspired Person and the Power behind the 
universe is a less important problem than the intrinsic 
nature of His revelation * 

What St. Luke’s Jesus found to be the best in Life was 
and remains something of such magnitude in the evolution 
of our spedes that whether His view of Himself as, “Son 
of Man” and “ Son of God” was, or was not, a sdentific- 
ally correct one, cannot, in comparison with the content 
of His revelation, trouble us very much. And if what 
Jesus thought about Himself in rdation to God is of min or 
importance, one may certainly say that to anyone who, 
wlme holding a ms^cal view of life, holds that in Litera- 
ture — ^in the New Testament itself, for example ! — ^rather 
than in organized religion, such a view is found in its 
purest integrity, the question as to what the churches 
dedde to believe, or to disbelieve, is a matter of no 
importance at all. 

We are grateful, profoundly grateful, to Church and 
State for keepit^ alive our interest in “the Gospel accord- 
ing to St. Luke” ; but we cannot but remember that the 
first translators of this subversive Book, this portrait of 
the Jewish Anarchist “whose Kingdom was not of this 
World,” were revolutionary scholars who were pcr- 
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secuted, tortured, burnt, and their very bones desecrated, 
by organized government. 

What St. Luke’s Jesus did was to crack the heavy stone 
rolled by the privileged and the powerful and the clever 
and the scientific upon the spirit of man. The stone is 
there still, with “the Children of this World” worshipping 
it, but the crack is there too; and henceforth there must 
always come moments in our lives when we doubt 
whether benevolence and righteousness are quite enough, 
moments when, like Dostoievsky’s Alyosha accepting the 
fact that his hero’s corpse stank, we catch a breath of air 
through that crack, a breath of air from outside, a breath 
of air that writes like a finger in the dust. The world 
hums on and the cosmos hums on — ^and our last word is 
not St. Luke’s ; nor knoweth any man what it is. The 
world hums on and the cosmos hums on. . . . “But 
Jesus stooped down and with his finger wrote on the 
ground as though he heard them not.” 
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W ERE the Chinese the first among 
philosophen to indicate the magic power 
of the virtue of humility i The ancient 
Taoists certainly perceived, not only 
the spiritual, but the pr^matic efficacy 
of this subtle and — ^for most men — ^this very difficult 
intellectual secret. 

Nothing gets in the way of the culture of the youn^ 
so much as a certain self-confident conceit in their own 
judgment, and not only in their own but in the equally 
self-confident, snap-verdicts of contemporary opinion. 

Few things, it seems to me, are more important, in the 
art of appropriating to our individual use the femous 
books of the past, than a certain cautious suspension of 
judgment where our personal reaction differs negatively 
from the long-accumulated consensus of human feeling. 
As Goethe discovered, in one grand flash of fllumination 
during his Italian pilgrimi^e, it is better to give up once 
and for all this vice of wasting our energy on the negative, 
on attacking what we dont appreciate, instead of quietly 
and steadily enlarging the sphere of what we do. The 
stultifying curse of this kind of conceit works, of course, 
both ways. Many of us, just because we don’t under- 
stand and don’t want to understand the creation of new 
forms and the subtlety of new feelings, waste our strength 
in deriding what is to us strange, obscure, repulsive. 
But I confess there seems more excuse for this — ^for after 
all there must be some contemporary fashions that will 
soon be btuied in complete oblivion — ^than for the same 
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sort of negative arrogante applied to books that the 
anonymous generations of our race have sifted out from 
the rest as being of undying value. 

The ideal thmg, as far as our personal culture is con- 
cerned, is to have as few literary principles and convic- 
tions as possible; and to “advance,” if I may say so, 
forwards and backwards at the same time, learning to 
overcome both our natural distaste for the very new 
and our natural distaste for the very old. 

The easiest epoch to appreciate, among the writers 
offered us, is the epoch just passing away. The further 
we go back the harder it is, and we all know our difficulty 
with an absolutely new gadus, who has, as Coleridge so 
neady says, “to create the taste by which he is enjoyed.” 

The cultural “humility” I am advocating is, mer all, 
only the application to intellectual matters of the Taoistic 
and, in a sense, the Christian secret as applied to more 
mystical things. 

Coming to Homer, then, in this unprincipled, un- 
opinionated, and fluid state of mind we find ourselves 
confronted by a legend of grandeur that has gathered 
weight for what I suppose must be nearly diree ffiousand 
years. Here is the ori^ of that wearisome word “epic,” 
which, like its edbausting relative, the word “s^a,”’ has 
become a catchword of sotmdii^ hollowness and tinkling 
tedium. There is something strangely symbolic in the 
feet that both Homer and Shakespeare, the greatest poets 
among mai up to this hour, should have lost their iden- 
tity as persons. 

I do not say that in a correspondii^ manner we too 
must lose our individual life-illusion in order to enjoy 
these great Mediums of the anonymous generations ; but 
I do suggest that there is a certain kind of personal con- 
cat that sometimes hinders people from getting the full 
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bfenefit from Homer and Shakespeare as well as firom more 
personal poets such as Dante and Milton and Goethe. 

But the humihty I have in mind is not at all the re- 
nouncing of our ego or the sacrifice of the inalienable 
“I, I, I” that urges us on, and by which we live. It is in 
fact the enlarging of this “I,” and its unspeakable enrich- 
ment. 

For when we read Homer the hard opaque stuff of our 
narrower selves melts into an element far more flowing, 
far less Hmited. Like water, like air we become ; and in 
place of losing its identity, die “I” in us slips out of its 
own brief transitoriness into the enduring continuity of 
endless generations of lives. In place of being a rock- 
bound pool of the ocean’s flood, we become a livii^ wave 
of its vast tide, rising and falling with it, and realizing our 
identity with it. 

There are many reasons why a modern person finds it 
easier to read the Odyssey than the Uiad ; and since up to 
the present I have shared this weakness — ^if weakness it be 
— ^and there does seem something hypocritical in advocat- 
ing a virtue one has dodged oneself, I intmd to confine 
my remarks to this easier work. 

There are several reasons why the Odyssey is better 
adapted to modem minds than the austerer and more 
warlike poem. The first of these is the fact that women 
play a much more prominent part. Such a part indeed do 
they play — ^and not only women in penon, whether mortal 
or immortal, but the things belonging to women’s lives 
— ^that the more often we read me Odyssey the more 
indidgent we find oundves to Samuel Butier’s daring 
idea ^t a woman was its author ! 

Against this, however, must be set the passionate sym- 
pathy with minstrels that the poem displays, and with 
feudal servants, both masculine and feminine; and I 
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sometimes feel as if it wece more natural to attribute the 
Odyssey to the legendary blind Homer, leaving the 
advocates of the bardic school of oral reciters to apply 
their unappealing and to my mind unconvindng theory 
to the earlier poem. 

At any rate it is hard to resist the impression, as one 
reads, that the Odyssey is not only a later poem than the 
Iliad, but mudb more definitely the work of one hand. 

It has, in feet — and that brings me to its second appeal 
to modem minds — ^an extremely marked novelistic interest. 
The Wrath of Achilles is a larger, more complicated, more 
dramatic theme, and certainly our sympathy with that 
“sweet war-man” Hector supplies an antagonist lacking in 
the Odyssey, but for the simple and natural excitement — 
what is going to happen next ? — ^the later work holds us 
more powerfully, holds us indeed as Odysseus himself 
held the crowd in the palace of Aldnous : “And they were 
all hushed in ^ence, and were spell-bound throv^hout the 
shadowy halls.” 

But in addition to the emphatic feminine element, with 
so much space given to domestic life and to the feelings 
of servants, and in addition to the more intense interest 
of one sit^le hero’s adventures by land and sea, there is 
yet a third thing — ^and one much harder to define — that 
strikes us as more apparent in the Odyssey than in the 
Iliad ; I mean the romantic note. Here we get a touch, a 
tone, a fading, especially in description, that comes very 
near to that peculiar Cdtic quality so beautifully indicated 
by Matthew Arnold in his phrase “natural magic.” 

The essence of the Homeric attitude to life is the same 
ia. both poems, only a modem reader is, I think, seduced 
into an appreciation of this, and even — I would say — ^into 
an acceptance of this, more easily in the poem of adventure 
than in the poem of war. 
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Certain single episodes in. the Iliad rise to grander, 
austerer, more rugged, more poignant, and, I admit, more 
overwhelming heights, heights unsurpassed in the Bible 
or in Shakespeare ; but except for some of the speeches at 
the very beginning there is nothing tedious in the Odyssey. 
It is the kind of tale that, from Ae neoHlhic age to our 
own, human beings have sat late by their fires to hear ; 
whereas the everlasting killing and being killed in the 
Iliad does frequently grow very wearisome. 

And what is this Homeric attitude that takes its place 
alongside of all the other abiding philosophies which our 
race has found for the endurance of life under the sun ? 
It certainly comes nearer to the Nietzschean attitude than 
to any other. Can you not catch the amoral aestheticism 
of Nietzsche’s tone in this characteristic Homeric remark, 
“The Gods spin the skein of ruin for men, that there may 
be a song for those yet to be bom” t 

But it is more massive, more earthy, and in a sense more 
tender and magnanimous than the desperate sanctity- 
reversed of that misunderstood prophet*of die spirit. And 
it is more pessimistic ; for Nietzsche regarded death after 
the manner of all the great individual pagans from Catullus 
to Hardy, as an eternal sleep — nox estperpetua ma dormienda 
—whereas in the Homeric system “the weary nations of 
the dead” survive in a pitiful half-life, in the dim Cim- 
merian under-wcarld of Hades. 

Some would say, “Why should we try to realize and to 
appropriate to our imaginations this Homeric view, if it be 
so dark and tragic i ” Because it is not the tragedy of the 
general human frte that debases our spirit and lowen the 
temper of our lives ; it is the burden of our private griefs, 
our private wrongs, and the weight of all the private ills 
“that flesh is heir to.” It may be noted, in passing, how, 
in connection with Homer’s view of death, there occurs 
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one of the most flagrant of all pietistic meddlings with a 
great passs^e. In Homer’s Hades none other than Heracles 
himself speaks of his doom “although a son of God*’ ; 
whereat some optimistic commentator hurries to inter- 
polate a pious reminder that this Heracles is only an 
“eidolon’* of the real one. 

Granting that the Homeric view of the fate of the dead 
is the darkest — save for Dante’s Hell for the enemies of 
God — ^that has ever been accepted as life’s bad^ound, it 
remains that it saves a man from that irrational fear of 
voigeance of the Creator, which, while it has kept few 
cruel ones from thdr cruelty, has driven insane so many 
sensitive and gmde natures. 

And what most of us suffa: from is our absorption in our 
own cares and worries and afflictions, not any indignant 
spiritual protest against the general frte of the human race. 

The value of “appropriating to our imagination” any 
intdOiectual or poetical view of deadi that has made a deep 
dent on the consciousness of the generations, is that it 
shakes us out of the dull lethargy and sordid cares of the 
moment, and forces us to retort to the vision that shocks 
us with a difi&rent vision, more congenial to our heart 
and our mmd. 

And what applies to this dark Homeric attitude to death 
— ^though it must ’be noted, in passing, that unlike the 
feelit^ of Catullus and Hardy and so many other noble 
heathm, the Homme view allows for certain great excep- 
tions to this sad half-lifo beneath the earth — ^applies also 
to the Homeric view of the ptimd importance of frme. 
To be had in honour among those who shall come after 
you, that is the grand wish-fulfilment, rep«ited over and 
over again, through the whole of the Hiad and Odyssey. 

And we find eacactly the same note in Dante and Milton. 
It is the one irresistible bribe that*Dante’s guide uses, all 

74 



homer’s odyssey 

through the Inferno, to mak^ the lost souk reveal their 
identities. “This man I bring with me can give you fime 
upon earth.” 

And my point here is, not that we should accept this 
view of tihe importance of £amc, which obviously can be 
of comfort only to the few, but that by being forced to 
substitute some subtler or more spiritual, or more philo- 
sophical life-value for this emphasis on earthly renown, 
we are pulled up in the midst of our meaner preoccupations 
to establish some other life-illusion for ourselves, that shall 
give dignity and meaning to our days. 

Come, let the word be said ! It does not matter much 
what set of ultimate life-values we select, the Homeric, the 
Mediaeval, the Shakespearean, the Christian. What is 
important is that our consciousness should be continually 
absorbing the magnetic ether of our race’s subtler inspira- 
tions ; and if they clash and contradict one another it 
matters nothing. Indeed the clash between several noble 
ways of life is the high tragedy of human existence, the 
everlasting drama whereof the gods themselves are the 
audience ! 

If we are to be the true heirs of our immense heritage we 
should aim at the power of passing from one to another of 
these great ways of life, not merely piddi^ out from them 
something here or something there, for in eclecticism of such 
a kind we tend to miss the deeper secrets of them all, but 
actually thrown^ ourselves whole-heartedly first into one 
of them in its totality and then into another ! The richer 
our own nature is, and the stronger our imagination, the 
deeper we can go in fiithoming the diverse secrets of these 
opponng ways of fife, all of which have their own magic, 
their own mystery, their own illumination and their own 
eternal values. The supreme sin, as Jesus would put it, 
against the Holy Ghost, is to allow ourselves to develop 
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that Opaque encrustation of naive modem conceit -which 
renders us blind to the high tragic drama that is being 
played out every moment behind “the passing show,” as 
the imperishable ideals of humanity meet and clash in the 
over-ether of the spirit. Notliing in sacerdotal Christian- 
ity, nothing in the less dogmatic moral Christianity of our 
time, nothing in MediaevS romance, nothing in the Bible, 
nothing in the great metaphysical systems of the Orient, 
can take the place, in our actual day-to-day life, of what it 
is possible to draw from Homer. 

The Homeric secret, if I may use an expression applied 
to a very different way of life by Matthew Arnold, reduces 
itself in essence to a bold and drastic selection amid the 
chaos of fleeting impressions brought to us by our daily 
life. 

Man is the valuing animal. His fellow-creatures driven 
by instinct and necessity suffer and perish, even as he does ; 
but one thing they lack — the glory and the pain of choice. 

All men, even the most miserable, even those most 
driven by necessity, have innumerable occasions for making 
decisions. Such moments are often our most unhappy 
ones, for what we call “free-will,” whether an illusion or 
not from the point of -view of rational logic, is man’s 
supreme curse as well as his urdque glory. It exists, for 
all our logic, as an intuitively-felt fact. And it applies not 
only to our outward actions but to our thoughts, to our 
emotional and sensuous responses to the life-stream around 
us. And this power of choice belongs to the deepest 
abysses of the soul. It is -wilful, it is arbitrary, it is often 
insane ; it is the assertion of the unique self within us 
against all reason, against all order, decency, duty, interest. 
The self -within us, down in its unfathomable profund- 
ities, is the accomplice not only of life but of death, not 
only of creation but of destruction. 
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A man, as Dostoievsky explains in that story of his to 
which Hamlet might have given the title “the fellow i’ 
the cellarage,” frequently wills his own hurt, his own 
injury, his own debasement, his own destruction. 

But he can also will — even in the midst of the malice of 
circumstance — ^a certain selection of things upon which to 
concentrate, such as, set up in opposition to the venom 
of casuality, can give a grace, a dignity, a significance to 
the drift of his days. 

Nor is that grouping of things, that isolation of things, 
that disentangling of certain things from certain other 
things, which the Homeric secret imphes, out of the 
reach of any man or woman who is free from extreme 
physical pain. 

Some heroic spirits among us can even practise this 
art when they are in great physical suffering, but this is so 
fiur beyond our average power that we need not consider 
it. In such extremity a man needs superhuman posses- 
sion by the spirit, for at such times all normal philosophies, 
all systems, all methods, all secrets fril. 

It is a question, then, of the spirit or nothing 1 The 
naked soul wrestles then with the adversary as best it may, 
and in a loneliness whereof few who have endured such 
thing s return to report. But the Homeric way of takii^ 
life is a perpetual process of mental and sensuous selection. 
It does not imply any idealization of life, or any enduring 
of this world on the strength of fiiith in another. It implies, 
above everything, an aroused and heightened conscious- 
ness of the lifefeeling in itself It implies a conscious 
pleasure in the feel of our limbs, feeble, ailii^, or un- 
athletic as these may be ! It implies a conscious pleasure 
in movement as well as in rest, in getting up as well as 
in lying down, in the sweetness of felling asleep as well 
as in the sweetness of awakening to a new day, 
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By its continual process -of selection, together with its 
parallel process of reducing to nonentity all the drift and 
rubble that it does not select, it enables us, without idealizing 
anything, to take each successive experience of the most 
normal day in a peculiar and special manner, and under 
a particular light. 

Each of the experiences it selects, reducing the rest to 
automatic unconsciousness, is of a definite sort, of the sort 
that by natural necessity has been repeated in the lives 
of men for thousands of years. 

The use of water is the first of these. Never in Homer 
is the art of washing the hands before a meal allowed to 
pass unrecorded. . ^-•Then the meal itself is never partaken, 
according to Homeric ritual, without some kind of 
offering to the Immortals “from men who eat bread 
upon the earth.” 

And along with the gravest symbolic emphasis upon 
the simple act of the making of your bed, or the prepar- 
ing of a bed for a guest — ^and au strangers at your gate, 
especially the destitute and poor, are under the peculiar 
and special protection of the Father of Gods and Men, 
the fiirtid of supplicants — ^there is always placed a magtcal 
significance upon the mere act of crossing the threshold, 
either to enter or to go forth, of any, even the humble 
abode of men. Nor can too mudi be made of a certain 
exquiate delicacy of feeling at these Homeric hearths, a 
feeling full of what one might call super-domestic refine- 
ment; such as when the king stops Demodicus in die 
middle of his lay because of the sobbing of his guest. 

What I have presumed to call the “secret” of Homer 
is indeed the isolation of, and the poetic deepening of our 
consciousness of, those recurrent situations, necessities, 
significant human gestures, in the span of any ordinary 
life, that in the nature of the case have been repeated since 
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the beginning. What the Homeric way of thought 
dehvers us from is that accursed habit of taking the 
essentials of life for granted which cheapens, debases, and 
vulgarizes all, and steals the heart out of the very mystery 
of being ahve. 

The Homeric secret restores to the relation between 
man and wife, child and parent, chief and companion, 
comrade and fellow, that overtone of poetic dignity that 
in its essence is a religious acceptance of frte. It gives 
back to life, and it gives back to death" as the inevitable 
rotmder-pff of life, that sense of a tragic and a pitifol 
grandeur, which our overbalanced concentration on 
absorbing realistic details takes away. 

In our xmplulosophical sophistication we pine for a 
thousand assuagements, demanding novelties, excitements, 
distractions, agreeable shocks, tributes to our vanity, and 
a thousand sweet morsels for the palate of our insatiable 
egoism such as the nature of things in the normal con- 
tinuity of human' life cannot supply. “If only it had 
been so,” we groan. ** If only we had chosen that instead 
of this” ; while all the while the large, majestical Zodiac 
Signs of the destiny that is ours look do'wn ia melancholy 
wonder upon our fussy petulance. 

Hard and difficxdt was life for our frthers before us; 
hard and difficult is life for us. But, alon^ ■with the 
mdurance of this, there remains our consciousness of the 
historic dignity of the struggle itself, and the preciousness 
of those recurrent compensations that of necessity come 
round in their hour to all but the most unhappy. 

There are moments of terrible tragedy in these Homme 
poems, and there are moments of radiant exultation ; but 
the deeper note that rises up from the accumulated weight 
of their oceanic flow is a note of solenm quiet, of fate 
accepted, of life not exuberantly commoided but taken for 
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what it is, grim and pitiful, -Qvith its own strange, sad beauty, 
and at least able to be justified— as an incredible tale. 

In all the greatest poems of the world, as they tell us 
this tale of fate, this struggle and this acceptance, there 
come moments, often near me end of it all, that convey an 
indescribable sense of peace. At such moments there rises 
from the very simplicity of the words a magic and a healing 
that totally evade detotion. Under the touch of this 
magic a great quiet descends upon our spirit, and we grow 
ashamed of our turbulence, our hurry, our ignoble self- 
pity, our insatiable discontent. It is not— as with the 
Christians — ^that we tum from defeat in this world to 
triumph in another. It is rather as though we heard the 
voice of our personal wrongs and private miseries caught 
or sinlcing down into the orchestral utterance of all the 
generations, into the tune of the ancient sorrow of the 
earth herself. 

Shakespeare has a passage of this sort where Lear's 
madness is cured by Cordd&a ; and again where they go 
away to prison together. Dostoievsky has it between Ae 
Prince and Rogojin when they meet over the murdered 
corpse of Nastasia. And in the Odyssey we get it as early 
as in the thirteenth book, when, long after he has had his 
final word with the daughter of the house whose love he 
has had to reject, after he has finished his tale and the sun 
has gone down, and the ship is ready for its silent voyage 
through the night, he prepares to cross for the last time 
that hospitable threshold. 

So he spoke . . . and they poured libations to the blessed 
gods, who hold broad heaven, from where they sat. But 
goodly Odysseus arose and placed in the hand of Arete the two- 
handled cup, and spoke and addressed her with winded words : 

‘Fare thee wdl, O queen, throughout all the years, till old 
age and death come, tmch are the lot of mortals. As for me, 
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I go my way, but do thou in this*house have joy of thy children 
and thy people and Alcinous the king.’ 

So the goodly Odysseus spake and passed over the threshold. 

Now I am not unaware that to many among my readers 
these simple lines will convey no particular sigmficance ; 
but, as Plato might say in his tentative manner, does it not 
s e em as if a certain magical end-of-the-day evocation, full 
of tender assuagement and an almost religious solemnity, 
gathers upon us as we read, not so much like the rich, 
>ior«;hj mystic note from some Gothic bell-tower, as hke 
the very sound of the river of life itself, deep and fuU- 
brimming, infinitely sad and yet infinitely healing > 

No, the underlying secret of Homer’s poetry, below all 
the stirr ing romance and below all the majestic primordial 
drama, is a divine spirit of selection by which the monu- 
mental facts of human existence, caught under a certain 
imperishable poetic light, stand forth in noble relief, freed 
from the vulgarity, the triviality, the litter and debris, of 
the transitory and the unessential. 

Who that loves to read Homer can cross any human 
threshold, either entering or leaving, without something 
of that momentous symboHc feeling that is so well summed 
up in the ^miliar biblical expression, “Peace be upon this 
house!”? 

And it is the same with the basic dignity of human 
beings themselves. Along with the thoughtless cruelties of 
that age of pitiless brass, following perhaps only too 
closely upon a kindlier age, the legended “ Saturnian Age’’ 
of peace and the unbloody cult of the Great Mother, along 
with women sold for so many heads of cattle, along with 
the reckless sacking of cities, and all the slaughter and the 
blood, there does appear— stress the proud aristocratic note 
as much as you please ! — ^a ^and primeval natural demo- 
cracy in these poems, wherein to be a man under the sun, 
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or a woman under the sun, is a thing in itself oi magical 
awe and reverence. 

None who has read Homer can say that swords and 
spears and chariots and horses are the only poetry he 
Imows. Not only are earth and sea and the revolving 
seasons and the stars in (heir courses treated as they have 
never been treated since, but the recurrent amenities of life 
within our gates, the preparation of fire and food, the 
mixing of wine, the pouring of water, and above every- 
thing the handywork of women, their febrics, appliances 
and utensils, together with the exquisite crafts of divine 
artificers, all in that might be c^ed the eternal poetry 
of man’s domination of matter, pky such a part in these 
cosmogonic ballads that those who read only for the 
excitement of the action will be fiin to skip many long- 
drawn passages. 

There is no poem in the world in which the dramatic 
significance of the revolving hours of the day plays so 
dominant a part. From the earliest rising of “rosy- 
fingered dawn” upon her twilit “dancm^ lawns,” tm 
the moment when “all the ways gtow dark” we are made 
aware of the huge ethereal background against which we 
are fated to yield or endure, to perish or survive. 

And although the abiding monotone of the whole is the 
long endurance of man amid his arduous days and his 
inc^sant tribulations, there come moments again and 
again, whoi the ineffable dew of golden happing, of 
huge and liquid rest, descends to redeem all sorrows. To 
bear for a bitter space, to enjoy for a brief moment, is the 
Homeric norm ; but beneath both the long endurances 
and the divine mterludes there is always a thin film of 
inextinguishabk ' exultation — exultation, if one may say 
so, in being permitted the double-e<%ed experimce at all, 
in being allowed the privilege of shar^ the tr^c human 
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consdousness, before which and through which the en- 
chanting and abominable spectacle is umolded. 

Those who read Homer merely as beautiful poetry, or 
enjoy it with antiquarian zest as something old and naive 
and quaint, miss enturely, in my view, the real Homeric 
spirit. The mistake of such readers is to put an impass- 
able gulf between our life and the Homeric life, treating 
our gods, our cults, our ways of feeling as true to reason 
and common sense, while Homer’s have a merely ped- 
antic, a merely curious, a merely aesthetic interest. 

Quite the reverse of this is the case. Much of our 
modem thought depends upon sdentific dogmas that will 
only last a few brief years before they are superseded by 
others, doomed in ihdr turn to be discarded ; whereas in 
its essentials the Homeric secret pertains to the unperish- 
able gestures and the etemally-recurrent situations of 
life, which are as real and as true to-day as they were ten 
thousand years ago ! 

Another mistake these curious dalliers and dabblers fell 
into, is to lay all the stress upon the warlike and athletic 
aspects of these poems, completely missing what the mere 
legend of Homer himself as a blind slave among the 
women and the minstrels should have led us to look for, 
and of which the poets who have most loved him, 
nervous sensitives like Cowper, cripples and invalids like 
Pope, imaginative dty-dwellers like Keats, are the best 
proof, namely that, as in the case of Walt Whitman and 
Rabdais and Shakespeare, there is a magical secret here 
which is dedicated, above everything to put new 
iVff into the feeble knees, new stren^ into the feeble 
and a new world-feeling into the perverted senses 
of the depressed, the timid, the sickly, the degenerate. 

Each of us who can say in his heart, “I am a man” or 
“I am a woman,” and “I stiU eat bread upon the earth,” 
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and “I am still among tht living and have not yet gone 
down among the dead,” when one of these four winds, 
of which Homer is always speaking, blows upon his face, 
or when one of these constellations, to which Homer is 
always pointing, rises above his head, or when that 
unique voice, of what Homer calls die “many-sounding” 
sea, comes surging to his ears, or the Master of Life, “who 
seeih all things and heareth all things,” comforts him 
with his rays, and can once more gather up “his steadfast 
heart within him” to endure and enjoy, lives, whether 
he knows it or knows it not, in the spirit of the secret 
of Homer. 

For there is a magic touch in these poems that arouses 
something in the deep soul of a man that accepts our 
hard fate Weath the sun, though it never hinders him from 
relieving his soul in the sweet comfort of shameless weeping. 

There is certainly no Nordic pride here over the 
restraining of tean! In Homer we always feel that 
tears themselves are an essential part of the mystery of 
life, linking cradle to grave on the sobbing surge of a 
great salt sea of lamentation. 

So saying, he sat down, and Telemachus, flinging his anns 
about his father, wept and shed tears ; and in the hearts of both 
arose a longing for crying. And they wailed aloud mote 
vehemently tlm birds . . . sea-eagles . . . whose young the 
country-folk have taken from their nest befom uiey were 
fledged ; even so piteously did they let tears frU from beneath 
their brows. 

And it must be remembered that all this unconquer- 
able acceptance of the way life is has always as its infinitely 
pitifid background what must seem to many of us a sadder 
fate than absolute annihilation. 

So she ^ke, and I pondered in heart, and was frin to dasp 
the spirit of my dead modier. Thrice I ^rang towards her, and 
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my heart bade me cksp her, arid thrice she flitted from my 
arms like a shadow or a dream, and pain grew ever sharper at 
my heart . . . 

My mother, why dost thou not stay for me, who am eager to 
dasp thee, that ever in the house of Hades we two may cast our 
arms each about the other, and take our fill of rhill latniTifing ? 

But even this pitiful glimpse of the state of the dead 
is not totally unredeemed. The great pendulum between 
pleasure and pain can still swing a little, even in the final 
abyss! 

Odysseus teUs Achilles in that sad twilight the one 
piece of news that could really stir him. 

So I spoke, and the spirit of the son of Aeacus departed with 
long strides over the field of asphodel joyful in that I said that 
his son was pre-eminent. 

One piece of advice I want especially to offer to all 
young people anxious to be initiated into the Homeric 
attitude to life. Avoid, like the devil, all poetical trans- 
lations. Let the Homeric secret reach you throt^h the 
simplest, barest, baldest prose translation! Let it be 
your business to throw the imaginative and the poetic 
glamour over what you read. Out of your mind, out of 
your sensibility must come the magic^ touch, what I 
m^ht call the Homeric Greek of the soul. Something of 
thh^ sort is necessary even if, in your youth, you nave 
learnt the Greek letters ; but if the literal Gre^ remains 
impossible to you, remember that no poetic rendering, 
except what springs from your ovm mind and imagina- 
tion, is of the least avail. 

Make the simplest prose version your text, and let your 
own spirit be the great original ! All the supreme poets 
of the world can adapt iheir secrets somehow to our 
modem life, but none can do so as naturally, as easily, 
as inevitably as Homer. 
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Aeroplanes, skyscraper?, automobiles, the wireless, the 
new ways of love, the new illusions, the new disillusions, 
all can be accepted, all can be disregarded, in the Homeric 
mood. 

For the spirit of Homer is the spirit of man’s contaa 
with the elements, of his life in relation to the elements. 

As long as air and water, as long as earth and hre 
remain, none else but these can be the real background of 
our struggle. 

The dignifying, the simplifying, the heightening of 
our endurance depends still upon those large and signi- 
ficant moments wherein something corresponding to 
the Homeric secret blows like a fresh wind upon the 
turmoil of our days. 

Still, as in the great king’s prayer, in the third book of 
the Iliadf we instinctively fortify our weakness by calling 
upon these immortal spectators of our loyalties ana 
treacheries, that they may strengthen our covaiant. 
“O Sun,” we cry still, “who beholdest all things and 
hearest all things I O rivers! O earth! O ye diat in 
the world below have done with life ! Be our witnesses 
this day that we keep fidth with oursdves, and with one 
another, and witii our fathers that were before us!” 
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T O my mind Dostoievsky is as much greater 
than all other novelists as Homer and Shake- 
speare than all other poets. For he is superior 
to the rest in all the main essentials of fiction. 
He is a greater artist ; a greater psychologist; 
a greater prophet ; and a greater thinker. 

By the art of Dostoievsky I m«in, first of all, his 
power of communicating an irresistible sense of reality. 
He creates a world of ms own ; but the Dostoievsky- 
world is not only one degree, but several degrees nearer 
our common impression of the world we live in than is 
the work of others. 

As a realist in this sense he is unapproachable. Once led . ‘ 
into this world, the convincing verisimilitude of it all is 
overpowering. It is for this reason that so many find it 
hard to read him. The terribleness of the things we all 
have to b^, the pity and fi::i^htfiilness of so much in life, 
returns upon us with too dea^y an impact firom his pi^es. 
Compart with his penetration into the startling, cor- 
rosive, explosive stuff of our universal eaperieace, other 
realism, composed of the mere piling up of physical details, 
seems not omy gross, heavy, and utmlumined, but filse 
to our natural human experience. 

And the extraordinary thii^ is that he arrives at this 
startling closeness to the actuality of our impressions by 
fbllowir^ a method that leaves out the one aspect pf our 
common human life that fills the largest space of -all. I 
refer tp our work. 

All the accompaniments of the various jobs that occupy 
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SO great a part of our time are absent. Peasants come in 
and out ; but there is no description of the way they till 
the soil or gather its produce. The whole subject-matter 
of Hardy’s novels, for instance, is simply non-existent here. 

Tradesmen, artisans, labourers, craftsmen, merchants, 
shopkeepers, ftctory-hands, bakers, butchers, tinkers, 
tailors, apothecaries, masons, cobblers, brewers, tanners, 
printers, along with all the economic paraphernalia of 
their occupations, scarcely appear, even as a vag\ie back- 
ground, in this overpoweringly real world ! 

All that huge ma^ of economic complication of which 
Balzac, for example, makes so much, and of which we are 
all so vividly conscious, has melted into thin air. Nobody 
has a job. Nobody works, either with hand or brain. 
Many of his people are rich. Many are very poor. Some 
of them must have had to work in their time, but we hear 
nothing of it. 

AU we know of them is their pinion and their pain, 
their spiritual sufferings and their spiritual ecstasies, their 
lovest and their hates, their faith and their unfaith, their 
obsessions, their crimes, their intrigues, their illuminations, 
their devotions, their vices, their pride, their cruelty, iheir 
pity, their humility. 

It cannot be repeated too often that every great writer 
creates his own world, but a world, all the same, drenched 
and saturated in the crude elements of the diaotic reality 
around us. 

It is impossible to imagine a world more different from 
Homer’s, for example, tlwn the world of Dostoievsky. 
Both are real ; both arc crowded and vital, both of huge 
epic proportions, both of oceanic grandeur and turbulaice 
and mass. 

But between Homer and Dostoievsky Christianity has 
appeared, fordng the great flood of human frehng inwards, 
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thrusting the whole stage of the human tragedy, together 
with its background, upon an interior plane. 

In reading Dostoievsky we get a prophetic sensation 
that some vast spiritual change is coming over human life. 
It is like reading the Book of Revelation. Its interest is 
apocalyptic, charged with starding premonitions of mys- 
tical events. This must be one of the reasons why there 
is such an amazing neglect of the materials, appurtenances, 
experiences, of ordinary human labour. 

There is exactly the same sort of spiritual tension in the 
books of the New Testament, the profound psychology 
of which Dostoievsky exploited to such an extreme point 
that it would be possible to call the whole mass of his 
writings “the Fifth Gospel” — ^the Gospel according to the 
soul of Russia ! Christ in his parables refers, it is true, 
more frequently than does his strange Russian disciple to 
the ordinary labours of humanity ; but on the other hand 
he is for ever calling people away from these things, “for 
the end of this world is at hand.” 

It is this tremulous and vibrant anticipation of some kind 
of Second Coming, when, as the apostle says, and as 
Kirilov in The Possessed says, “we sh^ all be changed,” 
that renders the psychological atmosphere of Dostoievsky’s 
books so singularly like the atmosphere of those early 
turbulent commund churches, with whose erratic motions 
firom mystical ecstasy to seaisual excess St. Paul is for ever 
contending. 

No real lover of the imaginative rendering of human 
life in books can miss the stupendous contrast between 
what Spengler would call the new Magian Culture in 
Dostoievsky and the old spring-time Ckssic Culture in 
Homer. 

To see the spiritual ecstasies and the emotional lacera- 
tions of the great Russian in their true world-setting, 
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one of die despeiate soul-rendying talks between 
Kkiiov and Shatov, or between Prince Muishkin and 
Rogojin, over their samovars, and compare it with this 
not less tremendous crisis in the Odyssey. I quote from 
A. T. Murray’s translation. 

knA for them the strong and mighty Aldnous sacrificed a 
bull to 2Icus, son of Chronos, god of the dark clouds, who is 
lord of all. Then, when they had burned the thigh-pieces, they 
feasted a glorious feast, and made merry, and among them the 
divine mins trel Demodocus, held in honour by the people, sang 
to the lyre. 

But Odysseus would ever turn his head towards the blaai^ 
sun, eager to see it set, for verily he was e^er to return home. 

And as a man longs for supper, for whom all day long a 
yoke of wine-dark oxen has drawn the jointed plough through 
fiiUow land, and gladly for him does the light of the sun si^ 
that he may busy himself with his supper, and his knees grow 
weary as he goes ; even so gladly for Odysseus did the li^t of 
the sun sink. 

Human lii^ upon earth was the same in e^entials then 
as in the midme of last century whai Dostoievsky’s 
desperadoes of the spirit met over their samovars *, but 
what a change in the imaginative perspective ! 

And since Dostoievsky the outward wheel has turned 
again, and once more, fhot^h with steel engines in place 
of wine-dark oxen, the labour of men’s bands, along with 
their physical relief when the sun desemds upon it, 
becomes the modem srimulus m powerful writing. 

But Dostoievslw would not be the greatest of novelists 
if he were not, beneath his “mag^” visions and his 
*‘Fi£ih Gospel” illuminations, an inspired artist 
To £nd a parallel for his grandest efiects in imaginative 
realism we have to leave prose litecature altogether and 
turn to Sh^impeare. Thike is the same use of small, 
honii^, insignificant thit^, mdowed at a crins with an 
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atrodous and frightful Hvingness. There is the same 
indescribable concentration upon some single frtal gesture, 
isolating it under a blood-red search-li^ht and causing the 
rest of die visible world to vanish into black annihilation, 
as if what took place were projected on a flame-ht pro- 
montory washed by a gulf of timelessness. 

There is die same appalling sense of the monstrously 
grotesque — Stavrogin’s putting soap on his death-rope, 
diose jars of disinfectant that the murderer arranges round 
the body of Nastasya, Father Karamazov’s preparations 
for Grushenka — ^and the same pitifully humorous repeti- 
tion of some particular phrase or image that plays the 
part of those pregnant refrains of the old tragical 
ballads. 

And in spite of the huge life-gap left unfilled, by the 
absence of ^ ordinary scenes of <humal human labour, so 
that one almost comes to feel as if everyone in these books 
were either rich, idle, irresponsible magnates, or priests, 
beggars, hangers-on, courtesans, mystics, intellectuals, 
pensioners, policemen, officials, visionaries, tramps and 
paupers, there are such rapid, vivid, unforgettable 
vignettes of natural background, sketched in to give per- 
spective and weight to the mighty tide of the plot, that we 
are continually bdng reminded of those tremendous vistas 
of natural surroundings across which such sudden and 
magical Ughts are tiirown m crisis after crisis in Shake- 
speare’s plays. Palpable and breathing effects of dawn 
and noon and tw^ht and thick ^kness catch us 
suddenly, as if by the of the head, forcing upon us the 

very smell of the damp, of the dust, of the mud, of the 
rain, of the low-hung aouds travelling across the horizons 
of desolation. 

Tike Dickens, only with less detail, he can conjure up 
the magical effects of life in a great ci^, endowing the 
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Inanimate with a brooding identity of its own, which acts 
and reacts upon the mooch; of the characters. 

How overwhelming is his unearthly, phantasmal hand- 
ling of Metropolitan reality, by which the effect upon the 
mind of city-hfe, its streets, its squares, its slums, grows so 
portentous, and hangs heavily over us with a dim, rich, 
thick-smouldering gothic gloom ! 

How we are made to feel the towering-dusky porticoes 
and all the intricate masonry, arches and windows and 
stairways and attics, of the femous Nevsky Prospect, for' 
instance, with the rain and the snow and the biting winds 
and the faint spring airs and the dark water 1 

And what deep holes, as one might say, into the under- 
world, and through that into dim eternities of occult 
desperation, open as we read him, under our feet ! Spirit- 
ual mineshafts they are, sinking down into mysteries just 
as impalpable and insubstantial — only of a darker signiJGic- 
ance — as the airy gulfe and spacious horizons of the most 
magical rural scene. I am, all the same, inclined to feel 
that it is not in his Moscow or Petersburg, but rather in 
his smaller provincial towns, left purposely nameless, that 
the purest Dostoievskian essence is dwtiUed. Think how, 
in The Possessed and the Brothers Karamazov, he accentuates, 
with an overpowering weight of piled-up su^estion, 
what you might call “neighbourhood reality,” till the 
whole place becomes a living entity ! 

In this massed, entangled, and intricately rooted efect 
he can rival Balzac ; fijr he has that same rare gift, granted 
to so few novelists, of conveyh^ the full cubic sense of a 
community’s life, the sense of the gathered-up weight of 
a human grriup, as it acts and reacts on itself within a given 
drclfi, and is swept to and fro by the mysterious currents 
and eddies and hack-washes of popular prejudice and 
opinion. 
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And the astonishing thing is that he can accomplish this 
miracle, perhaps the hardest thing of all to a writer, with- 
out having recourse to the ordinary details of our daily 
work! Those unlucky factory-hands in The Possessed, 
for instance, living an isolated slum-life in a particular 
quarter of ‘'our town,” down diere by the river, whose 
boarded footpaths, muddy banks, and melancholy wooden 
hovels suggest similar districts in America, who knows 
what their daily labour is i And yet in some subtle, un- 
accountable way the psychic “aura” of their condition 
surges up at the chief crisis of the story, and becomes an 
important, almost a predominant element in the final 
catastrophe. And what a startling Shakespearean gift he 
has for suggesting, as it were sideways, and by the most 
casual and haphazard indirections, the natural backgrounds 
of his dramatic scenes ! 

Those desolate Dostoievsky roads stretching out into 
the imending plains around these straggling towns — ^roads 
that remind us so often, save for the new concrete and 
the automobiles of the spacious American scene— how 
wonderfully, as in his great master Gogol, is their infinite 
melancholy suggested ! 

And the muddy footpaths between wooden fences lead- 
ing from house to house in these old-frshioned provincial 
pl^es, how they lend themselves to sinister encounters ! 
And how well, too, we come to know these old Russian 
gardens, so many of them, like the one in which Smerd- 
yakov’s idiot-mother was seduced and where he himself 
in his ghastly dandified way would, between his fits 
solace himself with music, dedicated to assignations and 
murderous conspiracies. And though the labour on which 
all this weird intellectual and spiritt^ and vicious life must 
have depended, like leprous fungoid grovrths upon the- 
roots of a tree, is kept out of tight, the everlasting tragedy 
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of absolute penury, the existence of the tramp, die beggar, 
the desperate wayferer, is never Ioe^ allowed to be 
forgotten, 

Dostoievsky’s im^;inative awareness of the feelings of 
these wanderers, as me worm i’ the bud of all our well- 
being, is as Shakespearean as it is Homeric and Biblical, 
and brings us down, as Lear was brought down, to the 
basic level. 

Poor naked wretches, wheresoe’er you are. 

That bide the pelting of this pitiless storm. 

How shall your houseless he^ and unfed sides. 

Your loop’d and window’d raggedness defend you 
From seasons such as these t Oil have ta’en 
Too litdc care of this. 

Or as the disguised Odysseus tdls the fiiaidly swineherd : 

Than roaming naught else is more evil for mortals ! yet for 
their cursed bdly’s sake men endure evil woes, when wandering 
and sorrow and pain come upon them. 

There are moments in reading Dostoievsky when he 
seems to become a veritable medium through whom all 
the wild froth of the Russian soul and the Russian 
nerves — ^and a bloody spume from the heart’s abyss it 
often is rather than from — spills over, and wastes itself 
in a mad frenzy of words. 

Again and again in listenir^ to die desperate talk of 
these people— and it is by no means only his chief dhar- 
acters who become as voluble as tipsy demons — find 
myself reminded, for they are all obsessed by rdigious 
revelations, of that warning of St. Paul’s, who himself, 
as a thaumaturgic patholo^t, had so much in common 
with it, against me excess of speaking in “strange tongues,” 

• lest this thing prove a stumbling-block to certain sturdy 
heathen among us 1 
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If therefore the whole church- [as seems not unfirequently to 
occur in our author’s stories] be come together into one pkce, 
and all speak with tongues, and there come in those that arc 
unlearned or unbelievers, will they not say that ye are mad? 

The truth is, Dostoievsky carried the whole massive art 
of novel-writing into a new dimension— llie dimension of 
the nerves. 

And he carried it there without abating a jot of its 
wdghty circumstantial realism. His nervous explosions 
would not be what they are if they did not burst forth like 
water-spouts from a swelling ocean of human drama. 

Nor do these prophetic utterances, that diversify the 
tension of his emotional plots, idealize away the convincing 
power of his tremendous realism. They emerge from the 
realistic tide and they return to it. They are the spume 
of the voyaging whdes, they are the leaps of the nying 
fish, of these terrific navigations. The ship of reality goes 
on her path undeterred by them; but not without an 
abiding sense of an unearthly touch upon the rudder! 
The most comprdbaisive of all human arts, the art of the 
novel, must now of necessity be divided into two great 
historic epochs; the novel before Dostoievsky and the 
novel cfier Dostoievsky. 

It is extraordinary how as we read him we are convinced 
of the reahty of these strange beings and of the reality of 
their backgrounds. So many modem writers, who here 
and there catch something of his demonic psychology, fril 
entirely in the creation of living characters. How he does 
what h^e does is one of the insoluble seaets of the art of 
writing ; and it is the more impressive to us because of the 
absence of those devices of obscurity and fiintasy and 
preciousness and premeditated roughness which in our 
day' have established themselves as the hall-marks of 
genius. As fer as a reada: ignorant of Russian can 
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judge, neither Balzac nof Scott is freer from stylistic 
mannerism. 

But after all, what makes Dostoievsky so much greater 
than odier novelists is that this superb and mysterious art 
of his, an art that like Shakespeare’s cracks and breaks 
beneath the dark thunder of the tragedy of the soul, is all 
the way through the vehicle of a disturbing and prophetic 
philosophy. 

When Spengler, whose own greatness is rather that of 
a poet than a logical thinker, looks about him to-day for 
any sign of the birth of a new spiritual “culture” among 
the nations, it is in Dostoievsky alone that he finds any- 
thing approaching such a thing. Nietzsche too, as he 
steered the lightning-struch barque of his desperate sailit^ 
past the flickering light-ships of man’s forlorn coasts, 
CTOssed more than once me bows of Dostoievsky’s 
Phantom Ship and lowered with awe his pirate flag. 

It would be making as great a mistake as so many have 
made in Nietzsche’s own case to try and deduce a clear and 
definite system of thought from the trail of this portentous 
comet as it fiills from the zenith into the bottoinless sea. 

Nietzsche learnt much from him of the infernal thau- 
maturgy of weakness, of the potency of those tears of 
self-laceration that are, as William Blake would say, 
“intellectual things.” But this terrible secret of the 
ecstasy of yielding to the limit, of distilling a strange dark 
magic dew out of such tears, Dostoievsky derived not only 
from the deep wells of his own nature, but from that 
limbec of siren treacheries, the New Testament of Christ, 
the mere inclusion of which, in the same volume as the 
virile Hebrew Scriptures, was to Nietzsche the supreme 
betrayal of the human spirin 

Contemplating the death-masks of these two great seers, 
the tragic Lucifer and this stfll more mysterious Dema- 
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gorgon of our Faustian decadence, it is hard not to feel that 
the Russian was the stronger and more formidable 
personahty. There is a rugged force in Dostoievsky’s 
coimtenance, to which the only parallel I know is in the 
portrait busts of the old Greek dramatists, notably in that 
of Euripides. 

Among the Greeks it is perhaps Euripides whose tone 
comes nearest to Dostoievsky’s ; though in other respects 
those “psychological mole^runs” of his cast up an earth- 
mould wWe taste is sometimes singularly reminiscent of 
Paul of Tarsus. Some of us have a foolish tendency to 
heap praise on certain modem writers — ^Nietzsche started 
this unenhghtened simplicity — on the ground that they 
keep themselves unspotted from the “unclean spirit’’ of 
Christian consciousness. We even praise Goethe for being 
such an imperturbable heathen ; forgetting that his own 
words run to a quite different tune and that Faust is 
anything but a wholesome pagan production. 

As a matter of fret, it is hard to see how a deep and 
formidable artist can remain indifferent to the thickening 
and subtilizing of the human situation bror^ht in by the 
phenomenon of Christianity. 

To accept these secrets of God in an orthodox sense is 
one thing : to make use of them to intensify and deepen 
our natural vision is another : and, as Spengler hints, the 
better way is to regard the Christian element in Dostoi- 
evsky simply as the richest and subtlest of his organs of 
research, research into the mystery that baffled and 
disturbed him to the end. 

I have found myself wishing that Dostoievsky had 
writtai a commentary upon that strangest book in the 
Bible, the Book of the Revelation. That this most weird 
and mzp.caijinale to the Scriptures did arrest his interest is 
proved by Ids putting into we mouth of one of the least 
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appealing characters in The Idiot that curious passage about 
“the star called Wormwood.” 

I cannot find myself in agreement with Spongier and 
others in their emphasis upon the character of Alyosha 
Karamazov as the final embodiment of Dostoievsky’s 
spiritual philosophy. Certain aspects of his vision of 
human goodness undoubtedly reach their climax in this 
engaging character. But I feel as if the same startling 
insight into the mysteries of the human soul which 
culminates in the creation of Alyosha is at work through 
book ajfter book, on parallel though opposite lines, in the 
case of his most characteristic wiched characters. 

What interests him, like a divine-demonic obsession, 
is first and last the ultimate depths in the soul of spiritual 
good and spiritual evil. And the thing that startles us 
most as we read him is a dawning suspicion that these 
two underground channels, both thaumaturgic, both 
tapping fethonaless reservoirs of magical power, come, in 
those subterranean regions of the spirit, into astonishing 
proximity ! One feels diis in the case of Raskolnikof in 
Crime ard Punishment, and even — ^though more faintly — 
in dut of the terrible Svidrigilaiov in the same story. In 
Rogojin in The Idiot you feel it, and much more in the 
enigmatic Stavrogin in The Possessed. In Ivan Karamazov 
these thaumaturgical, half-supernatural currents of good 
and evil drift alarmingly close to each other, at times 
almost coalescing. 

Both Kirilov and Shatov in The Possessed and the 
hero’s fiither in Tite Raw Youth are borne along on the 
double streams, that, like a firesh and a salt current run- 
niig side by side, flow tortuously through the lake of the 
soul. Alyosha makes me think of Walter Pater’s “Dia- 
pheneitd” and of those strangely gufldess and spiritually 
incorruptible figures of Raphael who look, in th^ in- 
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herent purity, so immune to all obsessions from the under- 
world of our nerves ! The Idiot himself is quite different 
from dm ; and to me he always seems a much subder and 
deeper aeation. 

Quite as untouched by the wickedness round him as 
the other, he yet — as though his very physical infirmity 
and mental danger made Im imaginative sympathy more 
.clairvoyant — ^seems able to enter much further than 
Alyosha into the mystery of the evil he rejects. 

Just as Dostoievsky disregards as of minor importance 
the burden and heat of our daily stn^gle for bread, that 
struggle which he himself found so bitter, so he carries us 
into a stratum of life, into a dimension of good and evil, 
barely hinted at in other novelists. 

And who can help noticing that the appalling maital 
drama, continuous mroughout his books, depends upon 
one terrible and fetal reality— the reality of free-will. 

In no writer does the mysterious arbitrariness of our 
insanft and monsttous power of will play such a part. 

Did Dostoievsky believe in God? Like one of his 
own characters when driven to the wall on this crucial 
point, he would refuse, I think, a categorical affirmative 
to that question. And yet his answer would certainly 
not have been a negative one. The truth seems to be 
that like Jaa)b with the angd he wrestled all his life 
with a great Darkness, with Something that was and yet 
was not, holding that Nameless Thing by the hair of its 
head with all the fury of his demonic vm, never quite 
believing in it, but always feeling the alternative to it to 
be so horrible as to be unthinkable ! Then a second 
question. Did he believe in Christ? His silence this 
tirn/> would, I th^, be of a more intimate nature, more 
committed, more explosive, more tragic and involved, 
more emotionally reodess of reason. 
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The truth is that whatever these traditional expressions, 
“God” and “Immortality,” really meant to his deep and 
dark soul, they served, as did the Sign of the Earth-spirit, 
with Faust, to conjure up, against all logical evidence, 
an inner reality before which he reeled and staggered, 
exultant, triumphant, dead to all that intervened I 

There is no doubt that into this wrestling with what 
sometimes seemed a cloud, sometimes a fire, sometimes 
a bottomless void, he threw both the spiritual good in 
him and the spiritual evil. In reading him you feel over, 
and over again that other divers into me desperate Psyche 
of our doom have no notion what the words “good” 
and “evil” mean. 

A man on the edge of despair and suicide could read 
Dostoievsky, when all other books would be to him a 
mockery and an aggravation. 

When he uses the traditional religious expressions 
they take on a different aspect, a different colour. They 
seem to bum with a black interior flame that trembles 
under the breath of the Eternal. 

Turgeniev called him “sadist” ; but that terrible word 
only proves how spiritually deep his insight into evil was. 
Dostoievsky never plays for its own sake^ as certain modem 
writers do, upon that fatal nerve. His allusions to it 
are always allusions to the past, to a past repented of in 
the flame of the abyss. They are the confessions of lost 
souls, or of redeemed souk, never mdulgences in a present 
excitement, never the gloating relish of a literary voyeuis 
lust. 

When Ivan Karamazov, who accepts God but cannot 
accept Hk world, “returns” Him “the ticket,” it is of 
sadistic cruelty to the helpless in His intolerable Perfor- 
mance that he is especially thinking. 

The most significant passage in ^ Dostoievsky, except 
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perhaps the tormented outcries wrung from Shatov and 
Kirilov in The Possessed, is the passage in which in “the 
Underground Spirit” he speaks of man’s will to self- 
abasement and self-destruction, and of his divine-demonic 
yearning that “two and two” should make “five” 
instead of “four” ! 

It would he silly to claim for him anything approaching 
the humour of his master Gogol, a humour diat is sui 
generis and without parallel ; but there is no doubt that 
the chemical constituents of that ghasdy and appalling 
humour, which one might almost call the grimace of 
reality upon the earth, are diffused from begi nn ing to end 
of his work. 

It is indeed with the word “reality” that we begin and 
end in thinking of him ; but his realitjr is only in part the 
reality which is here and now. Another re^ty, that of 
the thing which is not yet but will be, gathers weight and 
substance as we saturate ourselves with his work. For he 
stands between the living and the dead. He is the medium 
of the spirit of man, thmging as it evolves, but changing 
into something compared "with which all the outward 
mutations of mechanical science are as the rising and 
setting of the star Wormwood ! 



RABELAIS 


T O my way of thinking and feeling Rabelais is 
one of the few supreme writers this planet has 
produced. I put him higher than Plato or 
Cervantes or Montai^e. I put him along 
with Homer and Shakespeare. And as with 
all the greatest men of genius, you feel, every time you 
read him, that no one has really properly interpreted him 
and that, long ago as he lived, we are only beginning to 
understand him. 

With a good deal of st*ain, and with something of self- 
conscious virility, Walt Whitman, on his own American 
lines, has revived something of his cosmic optimism, just 
as Balzac, with Gallic and phallic bravado, has echoed his , 
Cyclopean drollery. 

But no one comes near him ! The humour of Dickens 
is a unique inspiration, human in the richest sense, racy, 
idiomatic, irresistible ; but its scope, though imagiuative 
and deep, lacks the huge tellurian swir^ of the Rabelaisian 
orbit. The quaintness of character upon which it depends 
is localized and particularized ; nor, save for its impassioned 
benevolence, has it got much mystical or spiritual back- 
ground. 

To drag forward the poetic satire of Aristophanes or the 
misanthropic fury of Swift in relation -to Rabelais, is as 
absurd as to link him with the age-old tradition of literary 
eroticism which moralists disparage under the abusive 
word pornography. His attitude to the excremental is as 
different from Swift's as it is from that of the modem 
author of Ulysses; and only .a mind with a most excep- 
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tional prep-boy obsession, could derive aphrodisiac exdto- 
ment from his colossal bawdiness. 

Like all the true revelations of life, the substance of 
Rabelais’s book is at once very simple and infinite ly deep. 
To maintain tbat he used his extravagant humour as a 
mere mask to placate authority and “get,” as tbe saying 
is, “his message over,” is to misunderstand the nature of 
his genius. His humour is in itself a. complete philosophy. 
It is the essence of his doctrine difiused mrough his style, 
not a disguise to hide his thought. And it is humour of 
a very special and peculiar kind. It is not a mere playing 
with the comic or the ludicrous. It is more than merry 
fcoling. Its scale is too stupendous. The laughter in it 
sinks down too deep. It is mystic humour, thaumaturgic 
humour, revolutionary humour. It is erode and excre- 
mental; but with something over and above. It is 
evangelical, superhuman, cosmogonic; but its orgiastic 
revelry in the atrocious whimsies of life is not soured 
because of the enormous reformations it suggests, nor 
debased into mere satire because of the monstrous rascal- 
ities it exposes. 

Hie genius of Rabdais is more critical, more mihtant, 
more, if I may say so, evolutionary, than the genius of Walt 
Whitman ; because, for all the colossal gusto and relish 
with which it accepts life, it never seeks to force itself to 
accept the evil in life. 

Rabelais could never have said, “Evil propels me and 
the reform of evil propels me. I stand indifferent. I 
moist«i the roots of all that has grown.” 

What kind of a man was this Curd of Meudon in 
ordinary life i No stickler for formalities of approach at 
any rate, no rapper-out of carefully prepared aphorisms, 
or of pompous witticisms with a sting in their t^. You 
fed he would have talked easily, naturally, fredy, to 
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anyone who came along^ aflfecting no Socratic irony, no 
devastating Voltairean sarcasm, no gnomic oracles. A 
pendtant for men of learning he must certainly have had, 
and an unwearied fondness for old wives' tales. But the 
chances are— as human character goes — that even in his 
cups this greatest of all humorists was of a shy, evasive, 
retiring disposition. Not perhaps looking on the ground 
as if to find a hare, as Chaucer says of himself, but prone 
to long brooding fits of amiable detachment from which 
his visitors had to rouse him. 

What did he think and feel as he said his holy masses i 
Did he give more than evangelical comfort to the sick 
and dying ? One is led on to dally with many curious 
speculations. What were the objects, for instance, that 
would arrest us in his house and kitchen ; Did he plant 
shoots from his native vineyard in his vicarage garden i 
Did he, like Don Quixote, have a not-too-clever niece 
to make his bed i And during those final years of his life 
did he play the physician as well as the priest to his fiiends 
and neighbours i 

Of one thing we may be certain ; like all great men 
of genius, he must have gathered from the most unlikely 
quarters grist for his mill. 

His revolutionary correspondence with the more 
daring men of learning of Ifo day is an established fret, 
and the unfrthomable impulse upon his mind of contact 
with the newly unearthed Greek classics. 

hi this matter of Rabelais’s scholarship it is hard not 
to be struck by the crushing difference between his type 
of brain and that of so many later men of genius. Shake- 
speare’s classical knowledge, comprehensive as it is, 
strikes nobody, except a few unima^native pedants, as 
somediing out of reach of a livdy, sdfi-taught, alert 
intelUgence. And how litde of the true book-worm, 
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how little of the impassioned scholar, there is in Dickens, 
in Balzac, in Tolstoy ! Nietzsche, it is true, was a for- 
midable philologist ; but to-day, among our writers of 
startling originality, I can only think of James Joyce as 
coming anywhere near the colossal bookishness of Rabelais. 

But this insatiable and extravagant scholarship of his — 
every ancient classic he got hold of being hke a magician’s 
wand to roll back the walls of the cosmos — can obviously 
have been only one of the stimulating treasure-houses his 
imagination exploited. 

Another must have been to him an even richer quarry 
of magic lore, to be heightened and transfigured. I refer 
to his contact with quacks, empirics, alchemists, pedlars 
of freakish talismans, hawkers of fake elixirs, vendors 
of hedge-mascots, wandering astrologers, aphrodisiac- 
mongers, herb-sellers, and fortune-tellers. 

But beyond both professional and unprofessional ab- 
stractors of the quintessence, he must have fed his terr- 
aqueous fancy and nourished' his planetary humour firom 
the random discourses, overheard in tavern and kitchen, 
of thousands of country wiseacres and village oracles. 

To this singular ex-monk, to this pious-impious priest- 
doctor of humanity, must have come the most motley 
pilgrims ; all of them bringing or seeking some kind of 
medical or botanical knowledge, some kind of philo- 
logical or mythological enlightenment, and all of them 
anxious to discuss pro-and-con, every new philosophical 
theory, every firesh antiquarian discovery, and every 
imaginab le reform in morals, religion, education, state- 
craft, and medicine. 

Great combustible heretics must have come by night 
to that curious personage, worldly prince-cardinaJs with 
an itch for the dassics, sly atheist-humanists masquerading 
under every sort of shaven poll. 
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Matthew Arnold said djat Catholics had the secret of 
Jesus and Protestants his method ; but this colossal wor- 
shipper of the “Great Pan” — “for He is our All” — this 
disconcerting accomplice of that “Circle, whose caatre is 
everywhere and its circumference nowhere,” seems to 
restore the “secret” of a lost Saturnian Golden Age and 
the “method” of a for-offThelemic Millennium. 

There is undoubtedly a super-evangelical, super- 
individualistic tone in Rabelais, a vein of huge, unctuous, 

' homely piety that has something of the best of Protestant- 
ism in it. But, on the other hand, what can the Puritan 
make of him e 

We immoral book-worms know only too wdl how 
this “Book of Books,” as his fiiend the Cardinal called 
it, is driven forth from our libraries to rest with queer 
companions in second-hand book-shops. 

It is certain that Rabelais would have been on the side 
of Ivan Karamazov’s Christ as against his Grand In- 
quisitor ; but how he must have been against that vein 
of sublime spiritual asceticism in the New Testament 
which culminates in St. Paul’s pervene and frantic wish 
that all sex-pleasure — even that of the marriage-bed 
itself— might be abolished from the world ! 

It is just here — ^in this primordial matter of tex-delight 
— ^that Rabelais, for all his tender respect for the tragic 
“Sans-Culotte” of Galilee, ranges hims^f quite definitSy 
against the fundamental doctrine of Christian Chastity. 

And yet it would be a shallow ju%ment to class him 
in this respect with Voltaire, or even with Anatole 
France. In fret, it is impossible to class him, in regard 
to this basic matter of hrs attitude to Christianity, with 
any other writer. His whole genius is dominated by 
his Nature-inspired revolt ^;ainst ascetic monastidsm, 
but there is a thaumaturgical “lovingness” — it is hard 
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to me any other word, exqept perhaps the Homeric 
Aganophrosune : for it has a touch of Agape in it, but an 
Agape thickened out by something gayer and grosser — 
diftused throughout his work, a sort of mystical, apoc- 
alyptic camaraderie that has borrowed a great de^ from 
the freemasonry of the “Commimion of Saints.” 

I am dunking of some of the most characteristic 
elements in the tone of his cosmogonic Hfe-worship 
when I say that it is this Christian tincture in his titanic 
humour which separates it so completely from the 
thinner, more sapless, less magical well-being of the 
purdy pagan hedonists. 

To cut out from Rabdais his evangelical “love of 
God,” and his equally evangelical camaraderie, is to 
draw off, as it were, the very oil and unction of his 
spadom doctrine. The truth is, he has managed to 
retain the mystical quintessmce of mediaeval piety, while 
making intransigait sport of its obvious abmes; nor 
does the colossal obscenity of his erotic jesting swamp 
or submerge the magnanimity of his sexuality, of the 
royal redprodty — had almost said the royal equality — 
of the relation ne advocates between the sexes. 

I am not ashamed to confess that I am not quite “hard- 
boded” enough, or, if you must have it so, virile enough, 
to swallow with equanimity all those practical jokes of our 
friend Panurge. His street-gamin practices upon the lady 
of Paris, and the dodhopper way he scores off the rustic 
Ding-Dong, do not endear this honeysuckle rogue to my 
graver taste. 

“We are not amused,” as Queen Victoria would say, 
by these saucy games. But the less slap-stick and downish 
Panurge, the Panurge of the debate with Thaumast, the 
Panurge of the pros-and-cons of Marriage, the Panurge of 
the Apology for Debtors, and, above the blubbering 
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Panurge of the later books in his wit-combats with Friar 
John, jumps entirely with my notion of what is the true 
Rabelaisian touch. 

As with all the deepest cosmic secrets revealed by genius, 
it is wise to take a circuitous flight round the tree of 
Knowledge, hovering about the aromatic incense as it is 
diffused through the air, and dwelling in the atmosphere 
of its revelation ; whereas if you try to swallow every 
pip and stone of the celestial fruit you are likely to have 
to pay for your conscientiousness. 

The more closely you read Rabelais the more intimately 
it sinks into your mind that there is diffused throughout 
these pages the very thing we are all craving for in this 
hard world ; I mean some clue, however dim, to a Way 
of enduring all the disgusting evils of life, to a Way of 
distilling all the magical wonder out of life, as the chaotic 
mingling of these things in the great stream of existence 
hums by. 

And to me it is as if this clue, this way, this secret, 
came welling up somehow from the inmost centre of 
each person’s being. 

But to get this life-spring into working order, to get 
this unconquerable flow of immortal ichor into play, a 
peculiar manner of thinking of it, or regarding it in the 
depths of oneself, seems to be essential. 

And it is just here that the Rabelaisian piling-up of 
excrement upon excrement, of sexuality upon sexuality, 
of wine and meat upon wine and meat, of book-learning 
upon book-learning, of magic upon magic, comes in to 
help us. 

Everything is mental— everything is personal. Every- 
thing depends on the mind. And this whole mystery of 
the Rahelaisiatt Way depends on the mind’s marriage with 
that irrational creative force we call the will. There is 
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no word — modem psychology totally fails us where we 
need it most — for that godlike energy in the central core 
of the ego, that fighting-erotic energy, wherewith we 
wrestle with the cosmos when the mystic nuptials of 
mind and will take place. 

We cannot at our simple pleasure call forth the exultant 
mood that in ordinary parlance we call ecstasy. But we 
have the power of summoning up in ourselves that 
fighting-erotic spirit which is, so to speak, the ethereal 
laughing-gas of ecstasy, even though it does not auto- 
matically culminate in ecstasy. In other words, there is 
such a thing as a constant, unintermittent substitute for 
th«e momentary ecstasies which are beyond the mind’s 
power of creating for itself. But it would appear that for 
many sensitive and imaginative natures one of the grand 
obstacles to this gallant substitute for momentary ecstasy 
is the huge down-drag of the exaemental processes and 
of the thick miasmic, grotesque weight of chemical 
matter in its foulest forms ! 

But if the fighting-erotic energy in one’s inmost being 
can only manage to take this excremental accompaniment 
to lifis in a particular mood, a gigantic impediment in its 
path is at once removed. 

Nor is the way of taking it into which Rabelais can 
guide a devoted reader a realistic or what we now call a 
“hard-boiled” way. Such a way would be totally beyond 
the power of a morbidly sensitive person — ^as most book- 
worms are ! And it is of book-worms, that is to say of 
imaginative book-lovers, leading more or less sedentary 
lives, that I am especially thinking ; for sturdy, active, 
heal&y-minded temperaments take ^e excremental basis 
of life “in their stri^,” and to such |)ersons diis artificial 
and premeditated substitute for lifes ecstatic moments 
is not required. 
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Their own well-constituted good spirits are enough. 
To natures of this kind Rabelais’s monstrous humour 
presents itself as a fantastic exaggeration of a mere school- 
boy’s love of grossness and obscenity. 

This is the whole point. Active, hard-boiled men of 
the world, devoid of bookish imagination, regard Rabelais 
as a somewhat tedious and scholarly edition of their own 
lively Pullman Car relater of indecent tales. 

These are the persons who, in their sabbatical disguise 
as pillars of society, thrust forth this world-genius as a 
mischievous scalliwag, into the “forbidden” shelves of 
their public libraries ! 

I visualize the real Rabelais as the extreme opposite of 
this boisterous bawdy jester vociferously reladng smutty 
stories to groups of uproarious nit-wits. I suspect him 
of having been an extremely shy and extremely sensitive 
sdiolar. The quintessential Rabelaisian humour is a very 
profound, a very subtle, and a very difl&cult way of taking 
those monstrous aspects of life that make it hard for 
sensitive people to re-create this chaotic world in terms 
of a literary and philosophical imagination. 

Rabelais’s book is a kind of apostolic epistle to the 
weaker brothers, the more amid and sensitive souls, 
among our pantj^rudian initiate, upon the subject of 
; the soul’s evangelical ecstasy, and how it can get the sexuality 
of the world, and the monsttous indecency of the world, 
and the boaomless disgustingness of the world, into 
harmony with the purer life of the spirit. 

Like all great humour, the Rabdaidan way of taking 
the monsttous fecetiousness of our feiry-like cosmos is a 
way of philosophical and poetical exaggeration. And it 
is a humour saturated with the therapeutic oil of evan- 
gdkal bawdiness, mixed feedy and abundantly with the 
pandle-ends of old wives’ wisdom, but heightened 
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throughout by an ethereal translunar ichor, impossible to 
be defined, but drawing its radiant and celestid quiddity 
firom the vexy dejpths of the unconquerable spirit of man. 

If it is optimistic, this Rabelaisian humour, like Charity 
overcoming the World, ’tis an optimism that shrinks firom 
no loathsomeness, no atrociousness, no horribleness that 
ordinary people encounter as they go through life; and 
it is profoundly and most richly the humour of a great 
schom. 

lassages recur again and again that bring this rich 
bookish joviality down to the earth. And at such times 
it is replaced — ^and one longs for more of these incompar- 
able interludes — by a huge and friendly rusticity, a homely 
and yet royal humanity, the like of which is nowhere to 
be found outside this great book! Shakespeare and 
Cervantes, even Homer himself, show, as it were, dimin- 
ished and, in some indescribable way, lessened, both in bulk 
and weight, when compared with the gigantic and simple 
homdiness of these godlike passages. 

It is when we give ourselves up to the torrent of rich- 
echoing, symbolic, gnomic, oracular bookishness in 
Rabel^ that we feel how slight a part the obsceni^, the 
profiuiity, and all the monastic satire, really play in this 
vast tide of tellurian humour. 

If ever there was a great Physician of the ^tering 
human body and soul it is Rabelais. Mere contact with 
the unfiithomable buoyancy of Ms spirit is a j^tagruelian 
molicine for the feeble heart. He himself hints as much 
in his comparatively serious dedicatory prefece to the 
Fourth Book, where he refers, advancing into a mystery 
beyond even the wisdom of “our Father Hippocrates” 
to the occult effects of the mere presence of the Physician, 
suggesting that actual telepatMc sensations are ''produced 
by a transfusion of the serene, or gloomy, aenal or 
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ing health ; and of his attitude to immortality the intuition 
of an overbrimming vitality. 

It is the affirmation of health against disease, of wisdom 
against ignorance, of magnanimity against meanness, of 
mercy against malice, of indulgence against resentment, 
of a free sex-happiness against depraved suppression, that 
culminates, in the dark deep question of me final alter- 
native, in his preference for the Positive pver the Negative, 
for the open over the closed door ! 

What Rabelais really does is to take our world, just as 
it is, with all its abuses, atrocities, ityustices, stupidities, 
and monstrous ironies, and dig beneath it, until he can 
heave it up, roots, refuse, dung, ofFscouring, filthy rubble 
and all, and, lifted so, to let in upon it a luminous ether, 
a huge suffusion of celestial radiance, under which the 
whole chaotic spectacle falls into gigantic and fiiendly 
homeliness no longer desolate and futile, but with all its 
piled-up abominations taking on a new significance. 
And as every human figure in his book grows more and 
more gnomic and mellow, he ends by convincing us with 
his Friar Johns and Carpalins and Epistemons and Trouil- 
logons and Triboulets and Thaumasts and Gymi^ts and 
Rondibilises, not to speak of Grangousier, Gargantua 
and his great Pantagruel, that beneath all our vidousness 
and foUy, it is of tough rind and sweet sap, of unconquer- 
able humour and kindly resilience that our poor much- 
abused, much-enduring human nature is essentially 
composed ! 

Behind all human religions, behind the symbols of aU 
creeds, behind the babble of all mystics, there does exist 
still, in spite of the negations of dogmatic sdence, an 
immortal spring of living water. This is the water that 
the Son of Man turns for ever into vrine ; and this is the 
wine, tasting differently to all, that this Arch-Thaumaturge 
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and chief among Heretics* offers to us in his Holy Bottle ! 
And how wholesome is the manner in which, like the 
old and great poet Raminagrobis, Rabelais would have 
us dismiss from the chambers of our spirit the pestilential 
rake-hells of all bigoted and cocksure orthodoxies, whether 
theological or scientific ! 

Keep all doors open, of this mystery of life and death, is 
his free motto. And, like Raminagrobis, he would turn 
these bigots and dogmatists — of both sides — out of the 
fortress of his sweet thoughts and immortal contem- 
plations! And to his booHsh and book-loving readers 
his voice still comes, warning us against these same arro- 
gant orthodoxies — of both camps — ^with their waspish 
stingings. “Keep out of their courses, and eschew 
them, step forth of their ways and do not resemble them ; 
and meanwhile let. me be no more troubled by any of 
you, but leave me now in silence, I beseech you.” 
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I F some Saturnian Micromegas were to visit our 
earth to make a study of the various types of 
human genius represented by our difierent nations 
and races and languages, what would he set down 
in his planetary notebook as the supreme contri- 
bution of the English > Surely he would only hesitate 
between two grand qualities that throw all others into 
the shade ; maf^icd poetry and id io syimatic humour. 

By “majgcal^poetty;’’ Micromegas would have to 
explain, whan he returned to his Saturnian Academy, 
that he meant poetry in itsmtesUudntessdm, whether in 
ballads imd songs, or in particular passages from longer 
poems. 

And by “i^os yncratic hn mour” he would have to 
explain to hiTlSirnediOTlksguSThat he meant humour 
that was neith er vyit. iior sat ire, nor comedy, nor sa rc astn^ 
ibr irony, norj Strce._~ but a huipour mrirp ly and abso- 
lutely upon character, is to say upon the 

wfihrm^ efrect produced by every mort^ mought, 
gesture, word, and even silence, of a person of dther sex 
who could be described as a character^ 

“But for Heaven’s sake inform us,” the Saturnian 
Academy would oiquire of their ambassador, “what 
you mean by a ‘character.’ Are we characters i Could 
this hi gh quality of the planetary tribe to which you 
allude be said to emanate from us i” 

But at that point, like other intellectual exploren 
returning home, our traveller would be forced to change 
the subject ; for the probability is that in that august 
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assembly there would be' more Wilhelm Meisters than 
Dick SwiveUers, and more Jean Christophs than Falstaffs. 

But Micromegas, to make a diversion; would proceed 
to illustrate what he meant by this humour of character by 
passages from the English geniuses who possessed it, 
brief passages from Scott and Jane Austen, and much 
longer ones from Shakespeare and Sterne. He would 
even read a few excerpts from CharlesJUiub, to show 
how this humour of character could be diffused through 
the most random sallies of discursive fancy, and remain 
unspoilt by the most bookish wit. 

' And then to illustrate the nature of “magical poetry” 
as distinct from other sorts, he would quote from Shake- 
speare and Keats and Coleridge and Matthew Arnold 
and from the old ballads. 

“But I beg you to note,” he would say, “that while 
the special English humour to which I refer appears at 
its best in Shakespeare and Steme and Dickens, it does^ 
not appear in complete isolation. In Shakespeare it is 
mixed tragedy, in SftOTe wifri^ehtiment, and in 
^JtofckSis wth melg^ama^ but since there is a Wger 
^ a more exuberant mass of it in Dickens than in these 
two others, I must announce to you,” Micromegas would 
conclude, “^t as Kc ais ..represents one of ^e ^o 
s u prei^ gifts pf .this,„tnbjg,..^the most irrational and un- 
jpSosophical tribe to be found on this mad globe, from 
whose Bedlam — ^and not without relief— I returned 
yKterday, Dittos J'epre^ts-ihe QtherJ’ 

Passing from the analysis of Micromegas to our owr. 
attempt to get into focus something of what this name 
“Charles Dickens” represents, it seems as though to do 
the man full justice we have to consider the extraordinary 
handicaps under which he laboured, j. 

In the first place, unlike Shakespeare, he had JLQ. “Uni- 
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versity Ext^sion” culture to fall back upon, no Mermaid 
Tavern frequented by le^ed wits, no encounters with 
rich, young bloods fresh from a Renaissance Court or 
from “swimming in gondolas.” 

In j^e second place, it was Lpn4on, and not the country*^ 
Iwpon which ”his“im‘agihation had to_ feed._ Think of the 
implications of diis ! The whole trend of ]British literature 
from Shakespeare to E[ardy has been <x)untry-ward rather 
than dty-ward. Practically all the great novels before 
Dickens have either country towns or country villages 
as their background. This is partly, of course, because 
cities as we know them now, and even as Dickens 
knew them, are things of recent growth, creations of 
the Industrial Revolution ; but London was there, 
London with her streets, her river, her docks, her bridges, 
her squares, her markets, her churches, her shops, her 
offices, her slums; but how seldom — and then only 
incidentally — did our earlier novefists make any real 
imaginative use of her ! 

No one has caught the spirit of London ]i^,Pickens; 
foreign -writers, ^scnbiffg'grear ftirdgn cities, none can 
touch him except Dostoievsky. Bal^c himself is not 
quite at his best when dealing -with Paris. In his Paris 
scenes, through all the smouldering and dusky magnifi- 
cence, through all the intricate contrasts of the sumptuous 
and the sordid, through all the passion-drugged procession 
of sweet innocents and fuliginous de-vils we seem to miss, 
at least so it appears to me, something of that unequalled 
street-magic, so rich, so thick, so convincing, that we get 
from his provincial towns. The smoky trail of his 
Arabian-Nights demons, the super-gangster “Treize,” is 
enough in itself to blight -with its fabulous brimstone the 
homely truth of the “Cousin Pons” and “Cousine Bette” 
element ; while round the thunder-scarred bro-ws of the 
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tremendous Vautrin hover mephitic flames sufficient to 
reduce to a neutral pallor the shrinking tapers of reality. 

No, in the whole of human fiction there are, from my 
point of view, only two novelists who give us the real 
ineffable magic of a vast metropolitan city. Zola deliber- 
ately sought to do it, but he lacked the imagination ; and 
if, as I have hinted, Balzac was always being side-tracked 
by his passion for superhuman rascals, Victor Hugo was 
too deafened by his own grandiose virtue to catch those 
whimsical oracles that like elfin half-wits drift with the 
dust about the doors. Dostoievsky and Dickens alone, 
yfto my thinkmg, hold die due to the mystery of a great 
"'aty, of any great dty; and they achieved this by die 
possession of a certain imaginative power that suggests, 
as only the most magical poetry can do, the real relation 
of the animate to the inanimate.-’ 

Neither of these writers troubles greatly about style, 
neither of them boihe« much about “documented” real- 
ism, neither of them is afiraid of the wildest melodrama. 
It is true that on one occasion Dickens goes out of his way 
to prove the literal truth, from historic evidence, of the 
phenomenon known as “spontaneous combustion”; but 
as foe higher truth of foe imagination absolutely demanded 
this unusual event, such an excursion was quite super- 
erogatory. What Dostoievsky and Didrais have in 
common is a quality singularly difficult to define, as are 
all great inu^mative essences, but it is a quality at all events 
that has to do with the porousness of human souls to 
inanimate objects, and it is as richly charged -with foe 
magic of streets and houses as is foe poetry of Keats and 
Shfoespeare with that of land and sea. 

It is, I think, no for-fetched fency to note yet another 
resemblance between these two — ^foe feet that they are so 
ensorcerized by foe sayings of Jesus. Here they difier 
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firom both Shakespeare and Hardy; and is it fentastic, 
considering the derivation of the word “pagan,” to look 
upon this as the natural result of the kind of “sorrow” 
that is “barricaded evermore,” as Wordsworth says, 
“within the walls of cities” ? 

It is ever in the country that the old gods linger, ever 
through the crowded towns that the new religions — 
Communism among them — carry thek spiritual flames ; 
and there is little enough of the heathen wonhip of the 
earth in either Dostoievsky or Dickens. Over the Nevsky 
Prospect of the one, over the Whitechapel of the other, 
hover the outraged lineaments of “Le Bon Sans-Culotte” ; 
and whet h er i t is done with Russian mysticism or ywth 
English radi cdism, every aspect of feliglohr except the_ 
‘desperat e par adoxes oT^esi^ is torn_to s|m^ 
sbun tearm g of ma ny parchmatits. 

The more you read Dickens — skipping, as a grown-up 
person, some of the tenih-rate sentiment — ^the more hw 
resemblance to Dostoievsky expands and deepais. And 
his amazing genius is shown in the mere fact that this is 
the case while he dodoes evst^pro bl etn of sex . To create a • 
world of super-truth, whose roots are plunged in Nature 
while it goes beyond Nature in carrying out her most 
erratic ventures, and yet to dodge the quicksands of sex, 
is indeed an achievement. 

But putting sex aside — ^and one feds that this ban was 
largdy due to the umbiHcal cord of personal sympathy 
that bound him in such a glow of reciprocity to his huge 
audience — Dickens r esembles Ejostoievsky ici bis comp lete 
disregard o f ahsost_a Jl the ISiours by which htmian^ 
lives ! Office-work and needle-work are die only forms 
ofhuman activity at which we are permitted to be present. 
Here we contemplate at their job, no carpenters, no 
plumbers, no weavers, no dairymen, no miners, no plough- 
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men, not even any fishermen, except the Peggotty family ; 
and the plots turn, just as Dostoievsky’s do, upon the 
arbitrary benevolence, or the arbitrary miserliness of 
people who in some unexplained manner have large sums 
of money in the bank. The activities of lawyers and of 
lawyers’ clerks play a tremendous part, and the offices of 
old merchant-houses; but of the actual processes of 
business or of finance, such as Balzac and in our owii day 
Dreiser, find such joy in describing, we hear little or 
nothing. We are led to assume that many specious 
rascals are occupied in many sinister enterprises, but the 
nature of these enterprises, except in the case of money- 
lenders and rent-collectors, is left obscure. 

Dickens does indeed play two most rewarding cards, if 
I may put it so, neglected by the great Russian. I refer 
to ffis.. descriptions of various little shops, full of various 
objecte, and to his absorbing passion for itinerant 
shqwingn. It is “Bread and the Circus” indeed — the poor 
m^’s intermittent paradises. And this mania for show- 
men which extends to every type of theatric entertainer, 
has no rival in his love except endless potations from the 
flowing bowl and feverish consumption of buttered toast. 
Certainly when you think of Dostoievsky’s murderous 
vodka-orgies and deadly samovar-metaphysics, there is a 
Gargantuan reassurance about these harmless drcus-people 
and their innocent collations. 

But though in place of these Russian philosophers 
wrestling with God and the Devil over their stoves and 
their vodka we have the prodigals and the misers and the 
halfrwits of London frying their bacon and buttering their 
toast, there is in both thes e w riters ffie same dark, brood- 
1 iim,atmjospSS 5c tension. fuB of the crea^gsmd^ufflings 
[ mthe padde<neet bF%g,.r 

^ ' Take the chapter in Bleak House which introduces us to 
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Mr. Tulkinghom, and at the same time gathers up the 
whole milieu of the Law Courts and their victims into a 
revolving cloud of smoke and dust and powdery papers 
out of the heart of which the old lawyer’s ruby glass of 
solitary port gleams hke a ubiquitous eye, and note how 
the transfusing imagination that gives these scenes their 
organic unity, answers to the watchful atmosphere that 
hangs about the K^amazov home, where the doomed old 
man is waiting, always waiting, for Grushenka to come 
to^him! 

t^CWhaa one considers how much easier it is — ^for an 
English novelist anyway — ^to blend the majestic processes 
of Nature with his narrative, than to give to the inanimate 
objects in a dust-begrimed dty their apocalyptic signific- 
ance, it indeed makes one feel that a master-thaumaturge 
is at work, to enter any of these Dickens habitations. la 
^ every pause of the ac^on, in every lull of the t^, you are 
amre of foV CTcwd of inanic^ vntoesses'^t surrcpnX- 
^ese h izarre people, surroimd them jvith mockings,^ a nd 
6ed£fflin^,7wrtE leerings and ogllhgs,~'as'fhbu^from^ 
%orld o f presmoKhwnga subhucSahlife parallel with our s.. 

Where £e is befow Dostoievsl^ as a novelist, and 
even below Scott or Balzac, is in his unfort unate senti- 
tnentality . His is a sentimentality worse even than 
StSmesT though it is more sincere; for Sterne’s senti- 
ment, as in the case of Maria and her goat, and the caged 
bird, and the ass with the macaroon, is a deliberate 
aesthetic cult, whereas with Dickens it is simply the 
popular warmth of an umdpbSSated~l[Srt. It is, in 
'feCT^-'SBSufi^ed bad'^te— paHflel with the lapses of 
the popular cinema ; and at its worst it assumes a sancti- 
monious religious form, as when Agnes at the death of 
Dora raises a saintly finger and points upwards at the 
ceiling. 
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The truth is that in reading Dickens an ordinary in- 
telligent person has to do what he does when reading 
Wordsworth, unless he has a malidous reUsh for the lapses 
of genius — discreetly hurry on. For Jn Dickens we are 
feced— and there is, I think, no parallel example among 
great novelists — two collaborating authors, one of 
whom is, after Rabelais, the supreme humorous genius 
of the human race, and the other a tenth-rate, I might sa^ 
a twditieth-rate composer of nwspaper serials for young 
(la^es.. 

" Of coune there has always been a mysterious psycho- 
logical link between, humour and sentimentality. We 
find it in Hans Andersen ; we find it in Heine ; we fibd 
plenty of it in such an admirable modem author as Neal 
Lyons. And above all, we find it in Charlie Chaplin. 
But this is an utterly different thing firom the Sunday 
School dap-trap in Dickens. Dickens can be touchingly 
poii^ant with die old immortal catch in the throat of the 
undying down, and here he is often at his very best, as 
when Dick SwiveUer plays cards d deux : 

“Tdl upon you!” said Dick. “Do you mean to say you 
were looking through the keyhole for company t" 

“Yes, upon my word I was,” replied the smiDi servant. 

“How long mve you been cooling your eye there?” said 
Dick. 

“Oh, ever since you first began to play them cards, and long 
before.” 

Vsgue recollections of several fantastic exercises widi which 
he had refteshed himself after the fiitigues of business, and to all 
of which, no doubt, the small servant was a party, rather dis- 
concerted Mr. SwiveUer ; but he was not very sensitive on such 
points ... 

“Now,” said Mr. SwiveUer, putting two sixpences into a 
saucer, and trimmii^ the wretched candle when the cards had 
been cut and dealt, “those are the stakes. If you win, you get 
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‘cm all. if I win I get ’em. To make it seem mote real and 
pleasant, I shall call you the Marchioness, do you hear ?” 

The small servant nodded. 

“Then, Marchioness,” said Mr. Swiveller, “fire away!” 

The Marchioness, holding her cards very tight in both hands, 
considered which to play *, and Mr. Swiveller, assuming the gay 
and fashionable air which such society required, took another 
puU at the tankard, and waited for her lead. 

Passages of this kind — and there are a great many of 
them — are on a par with the famous “So am not I,” of 
Sterne’s dropsical scullion, and they form a sort of link 
between Shdcespeare and Charlie Cha^Hn. 

But tkere are utterances of' Dickens’s humorous char- 
acters all the way through his works that are beyond all 
dialogues in fiction: that are superior, because more 
spontaneous and less witty, to most of the himiorous 
utterances in Shakespeare, And when these beyond-aU- 
art sentences occur, what you might call a perfect smoke- 
ring of super-truth mounts up ; and as fer as hmnour is 
concerned the absolute is reached, as it is reached nowhere 
else save in RabdUis. 

We students of human history — ^and especially we 
students of hterature — ^are so conventional in the motions 
of our mind, that because neither Dickens nor Rabelais 
have composed thoughtful treatises on sociology we fancy 
that they have contributed litde or nothing to the serious 
progress of the human race. On the contrary, they have 
contributed everything. They have contributed between 
them the me single panacea ' i^t goes to the root of our 
trouble ; and not only so, but together they have indicated 
the one and only path by which humanity can become 
more and more itself— that is to say, more and more 
humane. The whole of Rabelais and the who le of Di cke ns 
h one v ast skit ^oi^the folly of otu: ^clever rulers, our 
^fesz CTlEuEMij3S.ts, Qur-dever lawyers..- o ur c l ev ergene rals 
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our clever scientists, our dever politicians, _and our clever 
patriots. And it is a skit upon these as against the mm of 
£ood It is a skit that contains the startling suggestion 
that only when the “men of good will,” that is to say, 
men who refuse to do evil that good may come, are in 
possession of the power, will humanity be set upon its true 
path—the path not of science or religion, for both have 
failed us, but of humanity ! 

But not even yet have I arrived at what to most of his 
i readers is ^e culmination of jDickens’s genius — the livii^- 
'ness of his charaaers^ . Many of us feel, and not without 
re^on, that the invention of living characters, of symbolic 
characters, of characters that gather into themselves whole 
avatars of eternal recurrence, is the proudest, if not the 
most godlike achievement of the human mind. 

I have myself a malicious prejudice against the glib use 
of the word “creative” as applied to the lesser arts. I do 
not presume to be offended when a milliner uses it for a 
lady s dress, but it does annoy me when it is applied to 
pieces of dainty bric-i-brac. This is probably a rustic 
prejudice ; for in Nature there are many tiny sea-shells as 
lovely if not as dramatic as the grandest cataract ; but it 
is a prejudice that has a considerable human tradition 
behind it, and I have a suspicion that to the end of time, 
in our race’s estimate of works of im^ination, size, length, 
m^nitude, quantity, as well as the weight of humm 
significance, will continue to overawe the mind. Thus we 
surely must consider the invention of Don Quixote or 
Panurge or Falstaff or Hamlet or Uncle Toby or the Idiot 
as of greater importance than to compose even such a 
perfect sonnet as “Since there’s no help, come let us kiss 
and part,” and equally we must regard the invention of 
this host of tharacteK as a greater achievement than a 
perfectly written book like Esmond or Madame Bovary. 
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But let me hint at a certain* doubt I feel just here. I 
would like to appeal to every reader of The Pleasures of 
Literature, when they reach this point, as to whether, deep 
in their hearts, they wouldn’t sooner have invented Don 
Quixote than all the characters in Dickens put together ? 
This categorical question is not, however, re^y a fair one ; 
for there is no other human “creation” — and here, indeed, 
we have a right to use this godlike word — ^in the least 
comparable to Don Quixote. To keep him ihe human 
race might well offer up Falstaff and Panurge and Hamlet 
and Uncle Toby as well as all our Dickens puppets. 
Indeed, to find a counter-weight for Don Quixote you 
would have to leave the inventions of individual men 
altogether and pass into mythological regions where the 
anonymous genius of humanity itself has been at work. 

Dickens is undoubtedly, for all his b^ on sj^,_what . 
NicSS ie _w(yd[d caCa_!‘DionysMi^~ Here he resembles 
Rabei^ ; and it is for this reason that one still encounters 
nervous and festidious persons, devotees of Walter Pater 
or of Henry James, who “can’t read Dickens.” In Rabe- 
lais you have to put up with the mountains of excrement, 
with the colossal slaughterings, with the cosmic bawdiness, 
while ia Dickens you have to endure, what is eyen hardcL 
to many,. a_. gr^F BcaT of hoisfefbm bad taste-^d_an 
~5EuFi^ap^^ t hat, in ayoi2ng _inHecency, plunges into 
vulg^ty,_^ 

you have to en dure so much unnaitigated uj^liness. „ 
irDbfIs illustrations of Rabelais are~ST3SHeht to mghten 
away many timid spirits, what must be said of the veritable 
revel in human distortions that we encounter in the 
original illustrations of Dickens t 

Gazing at these goblins — and I protest that sometimes 
they dehumanize our wretched mortality to a point of 
terrified disgust— we have the sensation of being present 
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at a “Walpiirgis night” of domesticated Lemurs, whose 
swarming masks are far more shocking than any of the 
he-apes or she-apes of Goethe’s fancy. Those burning 
eyes of Dickens missed nothing of the pantomime dis- 
tortions of our mortal bodies, nothing of the devil-dance 
masks of our pitiful “mugs,” but the illustrators of 
Dickens set out to imitate humanity still more abomin- 
ably ; caricaturing caricatures, till these wretched Images 
of God become like those revolting Valentines which 
superseded the tender missives of an earlier age. 

There must be a vein of eiyoyment of the monstrously 
vulgar in our national psychology, else how did those 
horrible Valentines — ^worse than anything that even 
Swift’s race-loathing could conjure up — ever come into 
being ? But one approaches the same thing, or used to 
when I was young, in some of the “Comics” that children 
love. And perhaps there, and there alone, lies the ex- 
planation ! Children are not as sensitive to the hideously 
grotesque as some older people, especially those among us 
who purged our taste — or depraved it if you will — ^with 
the sinful line of beauty in Beardsley’s delicate erotica ! 
There certainly existed in Dickens a great deal of that 
strange immunity to the horror of ugliness that seems to 
be a characteristic of children ; and is it possible that his 
suppression of sex, which his loving reciprocity with his 
Victorian public encouraged, helped to develop this 
childish immunity to disgust-phobia » 

But against all this, have we not reason to be pfoud that 
the most English of all our men of letters surpasses all the 
writers of the world in his genius for describing cMdren 
diemselv esi J[t is, indeed, imposnble tVexj^erate die 
child-element in Dickens’s imagination. If it is this 
curious chastity in the driving-force of his demonic urge 
that accounts for his freedom from the disgust-phobia, it is 
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surely this same quality that Endows all his Inanimates 
with such abounding life. 

And I think, too, that all this must have a definite 
connection with the absence ^qm_ Dicky’s gersoi:^ 
culture of any influence from Ae clasncal world. The 
smallest smattering of such an influence encourages in us 
a diffused erotic fastidiousness with regard to the human 
body. But Dickens’s characters seem, if I may say so — 
and the deliberate grotesqueness of the old illustrations 
intensify this effect — to have been horn in their costumes. 

It is a shocking thought, an indecait thought, to imagiae 
any of these vivacious, hilarious, fiendish, angelic, gesticul- 
ating puppets without their clothes. Nor is mis merely that 
so many of them are elderly. The poor lean mortal frame 
of Don Quixote, do we not know it, in its crazy naked- 
ness, as well as Sancho did, and reverence it more, just as 
we reverence a naked mediaeval saint? Scott’s Baron 
Bradwardine could strip himself to the skin a£id none 
would wink an eyelid ; so could Meg Merrilies, the old 
gipsy, or Flora Macivor, the Highland beauty ; but it is 
as inconceivable to think of a naked Agnes or Dora as it 
is revolting to think of a naked Micawber or Pecksniff 
or Quilp ! 

Every great original genius is a rock of offence, an 
incendiary’s torch, a sword fisr the dividing of souls, and I 
know well that my particular reaction to Dickens must 
inevitably excite contempt as well as sympathy. 

I am aware myself of the same antipodd emotions 
towards the instinctive reactions of others to him ! How 
it used to outrage my feelings at school when certain 
literary masters amused themsd.ves by composing exam- 
ination questions upon Pickwick! How it annoys me 
still to hear a certain type of unctuous and jocular, and to 
my min d totally undrscriminating reader put this same 
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Pickwick on a par with Rabelais ! To confess my own 
secret thought, I believe that all this fuss over Pickwick has 
done real harm to the appreciation of the fiir subtler and 
quite as characteristic excellences of Dickens’s later books. 

Oh, we have to go much deeper than this Merry Andrew 
vein, which for all its racy inventions offers us little beyond 
inspired farce, before we reach the Aladdin’s cave of his 
extraordinary imagination ! 

For myself, I find him at his best, not in David Copper- 
field, and certainly not in Martin Chuzzlewit, but in Bleak 
House, Little Dorrit, and Our Mutual Friend. It is in these 
books, to my notion, that we get a certain atmospheric 
feeling that has no parallel in literature. 

If this impression is connected with the emotions of 
childhood, it is no more connected with any particular 
children than it is in his other books. M all his books there 
l^e chUdrOT, and thcy_serye.hiin^as Puck and Ariel served 
^^akespeare, as mediuins for this atmospheric- secret. 

And it is curious diat it should be in Dickens, where reign 
/^jugly and grotesque powers rather than beautiful ones, that 
i children play such a dominant rdle; while with Shake- 
^ speare and the Greeks, where the ruling spirit is the spirit 
of beauty, they hardly appear at all ! 

There are singularly few children in Balzac, or in Scott 
either, and one feels that here again Dickens and Dostoi- 
evsky are together, and together as the only great novelists 
who in the profoundest sense of all have caught the secret 
of the spirit of Jesus. Yes, the grandeur of both Dickens 
and Dostoievsky is that they dare to make a frontal attack 
on exactly the same worldly and foke “reality” that Jesus 
attack^. The tragic psychology of the one and the 
infinite hut^ ur of the othe^w^ bqfo dkected against, 
not .t3ir!B Mn?r~t hig' .dewElI.TDUt Tfie.WmUr thn world-oC 
logical cause-and-eff egt> Jhejsyorld of “ effic ient*’ work. 
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the w orld whose hard self-made ^ds _are_the Gods of 
Knowle dge and Power! Among Dostoievsky’s drunk- 
ards, whores, degenerates, and madmen move his dis- 
turbing saints, such as the Idiot and Alyosha. Among 
Dickens’s performers, entertainers, showmen, clowns, 
devils and misers, move his wistful all-enduring children. 
Over and over again in both their works there are gathered 
together queer groups of human oddities, with the all- 
levelling metaphysical samovar in the one case, and the 
all-levelling un-metaphysical punch-bowl in the other, 
unloosening hearts and tongues. And in both cases the 
reader grows aware of “something else,” of “Somebody 
Else” present among these queer ones, creating a glow, a 
warmdi, a melting together of the knotty husks of 
obstinate human selfishness 1 Again and again in both of 
them the reader has the sensation that a power beyond 
humanity is melting the isolation, the pride, the self- 
complacency, the proud efficiency of the righteous in the 
presence of some little acddentd human gesture, some 
chance-blown natural light filling upon some negligible 
inanimate object. And dien, and then, with a tragic burst 
of tears, a la Russe, and a wild and whirling jest, a la 
Londres, lo ! tJie impossible happens, the fairy-story comes 
true, two and two make five, and the Kingdom of Heaven 
is among us I 

No great pagan novelist brooding bitterly upon life’s 
futility, or dinging passionately to the sweet anodynes of 
beauty and sex, can shake the walls of our solemn cause- 
and-effect Consistory, as Dostoievsky does when Rogo- 
jin flings a million roubles into the stove, or Captain 
Cuttle conjures up the lost Wal’r — “he’s drownded, ain’t 
he?” — into little Floraice’s arms. Something breaks in 
from outside in the work of both these prophets of the 
Millennium, disturbing our modem star, the star Worm- 
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wood, in its rational courses and interrupting the orderly 
sequence of the tragedy “Man.” These two great Masks, 
in these “lonesome latter years,” put the match to the 
gunpowder under our “brass-tacks” Reality, till the 
“world as it wags,” which Lear told Gloucester you could 
see with the “case of eyes,” begins to heave and crack. 

There is around the work of all great geniuses a certain 
aura or emanation, made up of the winnowed essence of 
the writer’s most characteristic vision ; and I always feel 
this when I look at any volume of Dickens ; and I re- 
member feeling it at school in spite of that dubious fuss 
over Pickwick. 

From the covers of any of Dickens’s books emerges a 
cloud, like the cloud from the unsealed bottle where the 
genii was imprisoned ; and to me this magic cloud has 
always represented a thick smoky mass of tall dark houses, 
narrow streets, dim alleys, winding stairways, dingy courts, 
under a forest of chimneys, alongside of a moaning, 
desolate, slippery river-wharf. And this smoky mass of 
lurid habitation always seems to me to be able to thicken 
itself, and deepen itself, within itself, so that there is no 
end, to its occult and enchanted recesses. By its long 
contact with humanity the actual masonry and woodwork 
of this mystic mass has taken on an indescribable livir^ess 
of its own, so that as it is perfectly congruous for any 
member of its goblinish inmates to perish of spontaneous 
combustion, so it seems natural for any portion of its own 
^bric to frll into instantaneous dust; for between the 
.inanimate body of this creaking and whispering masonry 
and the human elves and the human fiends and the more 
than human children that inhabit it there is an organic 
affiliation. 

This pardcuiar vmon of a Dickens book as a dusky 
fragmoit of a labyrinihine world of stone and slate and 
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brick, that recedes into a fairy-like infinitude, is what 
makes me so particularly attached to Little Dorrit. I 
always think of the weird house where Mrs. Clennam 
eats out her heart in self-torture, while her soul like a 
lapping cat licks its saucer of remorse, and where Mr. Phnt- 
winch runs his Affery by the scruff of her neck up and 
down the creaky stairs, the house that finally falls into 
powder, as a perfect symbol of that almost physical 
porousness of human mortality to the bricks and mortar 
about it, which is like a recurrent strain in his vision of life. 

But first and last, it is in imagination, tha t high est of alii 
hmnaH-gifitSt that Dickens surpasses all competitors^ It is 
real imagination, not just the play of fincy or invention, 
whereby he created, out of the casual hints and random 
strokes of chance encounters, this magic-lantern Metro- 
polis. And returning to his pages firom the novels of our 
own age, how lacking we seem in this magician's gift ! 
Philosophy, psychology, sociology — our great writers 
abound in all of these, but where are the “dramatis 
personae,” where are the characters i 

In Joyce’s great Ulysses, Daedalus and Bloom and 
Bloom’s wife are all symbolic focuses of whirlpools 
within whirlpools of inspired psychic discoveries; but 
their very weight of mythological and cosmic suggestive- 
ness detracts in some way firom the clear-cut outlines of 
their personalities. There are so many irrepressible, quest- 
ing, vulgar, lecherous, kindly Blooms, there are so many 
ear&y, shameless, fecund, unfiistidious, maternal Mrs. 
Blooms, that these particular specimens of these planetary 
types merge the lineaments of their single never-to-be- 
reproduced identity in the recurrent truth they represent. 
The universal, in other words, swallows up the particular ! 

. And the same is true of D. H. Lawrence. The grotesque 
and pathetic and never-to-appear-again outlines of a 
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unique human creature, how completely swamped and 
absorbed and lost they are in these representative and 
symbolic sex-reactions! The new psychological science 
has done precisely what the old physical science is always 
doing. It has levelled out and drained away the mysterious 
uniqueness of all separate living persons. 

If one of our chief “pleasures” in reading fiction — and 
it is a legitimate and very ancient one — consists in adding 
to our hst of real acquaintances a vast array of imagitm 
acquaintances, what a meagre satisfaction we get — ^puttar^ 
the unequalled Proust aside — ^in present-day literature! 
They do not stand out, these dfisected perambuktory 
pathoids. They puke and pine, they mime and mow at 
one another, they reveal to a wonder their “streams of 
consciousness” ; but their loves and hates arc like the loves 
and hates in fish-ponds and aquariums. The psychology 
of sex has dehumanized them. We do, indeed, feel our- 
selves into every amorous motion of these fishy universals, 
but when we have closed the book, we have forgotten 
their very names. They are ourselves, or rather they are 
that portion of ourselves which we share so widely — ^for 
we are all sadists and masochists and complex-bitten 
madmai — ^that the heart of the matter, every man in his 
unique humour, and every man expressing that unique 
humour in every unique gesture he makes, has melted 
away. 

Were Dickens to come back fi:om the dead and write 
to-day, think what he would gain firom our greater firee- 
dom of speech in sexual and religious matters. But he 
would use that fireedom to outline, to clarify, to emphasize, 
even further than he did, the abysmal gulf that divides 
personality from personality, the gulf that is the only true 
cause of the only true humour — the hu^nr>^r of differ - 
(^ejliaied-Asfflactet: — 
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The social cruelties that this great Radical attacked have 
changed their form. The Bounderbys and Gradgrinds of 
our generation use new moral shibboleths to take the 
whims and the fancies, the vagaries and the wantonness, 
in a word the heart, out of the Eves of men and women. 
But the solemn sanctimoniousness is the same. The un- 
relenting self-righteousness is the same, the cock-sure 
dogmatism is the same ; and there is present in aU these 
new “idealogies” the hard eye of Mr. Murdstone, 
whipping us into line. 

It is the old puritan blasphemy, against which — and it is 
the' one single place where he speaks sharply in person — 
Shakespeare himself protested, the blasphemy of sacrificing 
the sublime irresponsible mystery of being alive at all, to 
some danrned ulterior purpose, a purpose which in its 
essential definition can never be more than a means to 
an end. 

The one human spirit that in its divine “escapism” will 
always baffle these moral slave-drivers of the world is the 
spirit of humour. It is because the English beyond all 
others possess this gift — a gift which springs up spontane- 
ously firom the depths of their souls — ^that they “never, 
never will be slaves” ! Slave-drivers can dragoon artists, 
make prophets recant, make philosophers prevaricate, 
make scientists serve thern witii blameless devotion. The 
one type of firee soul that will baffle them and defy them 
to — ^well! as Rabelais would say — “to the fire exclus- 
ively,” is the soul of the humorist. 

All this goes fiir and deep. It is a spiritual secret, shared 
with that mysterious “love” and that equally mysterious 
“equality of all souls” taught by Jesus. Nor can I feel as 
if it is mere “midung mallecho” in me when I contend 
that after the Fifth Gospel of Dostoievsky our only real 
Evangelists have bear Charles Dickens and Charlie 
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Chaplin. And both of these great geniuses excel in the 
little side-scenes and side-shows where the misfits and the 
derehcts and the dotty, all of them candidates for scientific 
liquidation, utter their inopportune sentiments. 

These side-issue scenes, which have — as far as Dickens 
is concerned — ^very sHght connection with the “classic 
unities,’’ are often passages of the purest inspiration. After 
reading them a person feels an impulse to “shake his 
superflux,” as Lear says, and “show the Heavens more 
just.” Little Dorrit is relating a fairy-story to her friend : 

‘‘Hospitals,” interposed Maggy, still nursing her knees. 
“Let him have hospitals, because they're so comfortable. Hos- 
pitals with lots of chicking.” 

“Yes, he had plenty of them and he had jplenty of everything.” 

“Plenty of baked potatoes, for instance,” said Maggy. 

“Plenty of everything.” 

“Lor!” chuckled Maggy, giving her knees a hug. “Wasn't 
it prime!” 

Where Dickens, like Charlie Chaplin, is in an absolute 
sense the spokesman of the People against the Privileged 
is in the relish he expresses for the three grand “ desiderata” 
of a destitute life — ^food and drink, warmth, and some rare 
and startling occurrence. 

Supper was not yet over, when there arrived at the Jolly 
Sandboys two more travellers. ... One of these was the pro- 
prietor of a giant, and a htde lady without legs or arms . . . 
the other, a suent gentleman who earned his living by showing 
tricks upon the cards and who had rather deranged the naturd 
expression of his countenance by putting small leaden lozenges 
into his eyes and tjringing them out at his mouth. . . . The. 
name of the first of these newcomers was VuflSn ; the other, 
probably as a pleasant satire upon his ugliness, was called Sweet 
William. 

“How's the Giant?” said Short when they all sat smoking 
round the fire. 
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“Rather weak upon his legs?” returned Mr. VuflSn. “I 
begin to be afraid he going at the knees.” 

“That’s a bad lookout,” said Short. 

“Ay! Bad indeed,” replied Mr. Vuffin, contemplating the 
fire with a sigh. . . . 

“What becomes of the old giants 2” said Short, turning to him 
again after a litde reflection. 

“They’re usually kept in carawans to wait upon the dwarfs,” 
said Mr. VuflSbi. 

“The maintaining of ’em must come expensive when they 
can’t be shown, eh ?” remarked Short, eyeing him doubtfully. 

“It’s better that than letting ’em go upon the parish or about 
the streets,” said Mr. Vuflin. “Once make a giant common, 
and giants will never draw again. Look at wooden legs. If 
there was only one man with a wooden leg what a property 
k’dbe!” 

“So he would!” observed the landlord and Short together. 
“That’s very true.” 

“Instead of which,” pursued Mr. Vuffin, “If you was to 
advertise Shakespeare played entirely by wooden legs, it’s my 
belief you wouldn’t draw a sixpence.” 

“I don’t suppose you would,” said Short. And the landlord 
said so too. 

It is impossible to overestimate the part played in 
Dickens’s wo rk by his m ania fox 

1toievSy,7wEat denpiiJteTiim is to* gather the most opposite 
types of dharacter together, each with all his characteristic 
-gestures and familiar tags of speech well-^tabHshed, and 
then make them '‘act” in concerted contras^but whereas 
in Dostoievsky this clash quickly becomes a spiritual and 
symbolic one, DickensJt^-^eitben^tight^ 
travagant melodraira;::^ ^ diss olves intoi a delirious glow 
of pen tecgstaLlovc. 

whether thelension is tightened into lurid drama, 
or relaxed into a melting love-feast, one is always aware 
of the huge personal relish with which the stage-manage- 
ment is bdng conducted ; and this leads me to the gulf 
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there is between writers Whose “art” is always being 
and writers whose creative energy is always carrying them 
away. For the catholic-minded there is a specif pleasure 
in both ; but I think the latter kind has this advantage, 
that you feel that the personality behind the work is larger 
and greater than any particular thing he does. The 
“artists” at this job seem indeed to have a clear motive 
behind their work. And they do what they want to do 
and have their reward. But Dickens was the opposite of 
an artist.^His theatricality, his sentimentahty, lus reckless 
humour^^vere all used shamelessly and carelessly for 
propaganda purposes, propaganda on behalf of the irre- 
sponsible against the responsible, of the irrational against 
die rational, of the helpless against the competent, of the 
foohsh against the wise. “A inira^!_ Ajmirade” we 
nu y c ry, wiA Homenas,._jDljdtis..man;..jQr--^ hke Don 
jQuix ote, fie coidd turn wind-iiiills into giants, by GodJ 
EecouTd t^ water into \me.- 


136 



GREEK TRAGEDY 


T he best Introibo ad altare for a person ap- 
proaching Greek Tragedy for the first time, 
or returning to it after a lapse of years, would 
be to read Walter Pater’s Greek Studies; but 
better still would it be, without any such 
“Grace,” to plunge boldly into the dark waters. 

Second only to Homer in their influence over our 
Western nations, the three great tragic dramatists of 
Athens have come to dominate not only the Theatre, 
where even Shakespeare’s magic has been unable to resist 
them, but the whole field of what might be called the 
imaginative culture of Europe. 

In our own time this is still true. Greek Tragedy, and 
not Shakespeare, was in Hardy’s mind when he wrote 
The Dynasts. Greek Tragedy, and not Shakespeare, looms 
^ as the main aesthetic influence behind the plays of 
il^gene O’Neill ; and when you turn firom the modem 
stage to the modem novel, this same tremendous tradition, 
austere, sombre, ironic, naked, and stripped, will be stiU 
found, like a submerged spirit under the ship’s keel of 
each powerful new booH dominating the particular dark 
course it plot^hs. 

It is not the influence of Shakespeare that we find in 
the architectonics of their work in such opposite talents 
as those of Ibsen and Strindberg, such different tempera- 
ments as those of Edgar Lee Masters and Theodore 
Dreiser. In such a -strange, powerful, modem story as 
William Faulkner’s Ahsdom, Absalom I the dark back- 
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ground, the underlying 'scaffolding of the subject is 
Sophoclean, not Shakespearean. 

Nor is it without significance that the enormous tidal- 
wave of Psychoanalysis takes so much of its mysterious 
wine-dark pressure firom this same source. 

Listen to what Jocasta says to her husband-son in 
Oedipus the King ; 

Why should a mortal man, the sport of chance, 

Widi no assured foreknowledge, be afraid ? 

But live a careless life, from hand to mouth. 

This wedlock with thy mother fear not thou. 

How oft it chances that in dreams a man 
Has wed his modier ! 

The terrifying poetry of the American Jeffers, the terri- 
fying stories of Our own James Hanley, carry on the same 
lurid frisson, the same dark shudder, purging still, as 
Aristotle said, our grosser, feebler passions, by means of 
the sublime catharsis of pity and terror. 

And the curious thing is that so many of us whose 
actual knowledge of Greek Tragedy is extremely limited — 
in some cases nil — ^are found gravely making use of the 
House of Atreus, or the doom of Oedipus, or the fate of 
the prophetic hi order to score some passing 

point in an aesthetic dispute, or to establish some dubious 
excellence m a favourite author. 

To my mind, the two supreme influences over our 
modem imagination in all ultimate intellectual passions are 
Dostoievsky and Nietzsche ; and what could be more in 
the vein of Greek Tragedy than the murder of the ffither 
the Brothers Karamazov, or more clairvoyant of the 
double-edged secret of their han dling of life . than 
Nietzsche’s distinction between the “Apollonian” ’and 
the “Dionysian,” and his tremendous paradox that the 
horror of these old plays was the result of the over- 
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brimming of a heroic happiness, that found relief in ritual- 
istic atrocity, not a resentful pessimism, taking its revenge 
upon Hfe ? 

The subject of the present volume being the enrich- 
ment of our pleasure in reading the great books of the 
world, a word at this point directed to such younger 
readers as .have been, in Charles Lamb’s phrase, “de- 
frauded of the sweet food of academic institution” seems 
not out of place. 

I would modestly suggest that any reader at present 
unacquainted, save from hearsay, with Greek Tragedy, in 
place of reading academic books about them, and in place 
of reading brilliant poetical reproductions of them, should 
get hold of the baldest, plainest, simplest literal prose 
translation — one or two plays of each of the three — and 
note his immediate personal reaction, his reaction to 
Aeschylus, to Sophocles, to Euripides, with all the prefer- 
ences, predilections, and comparative responses excited by 
such successive encounters. 

When one is young — am pretty sure I am not only 
speaking for myself— one has a tendency to read with 
eager passion every subtle and penetrating appreciation 
one can come at of these tremendous works, enjoying 
the fascinating impressions of Uterary scholars radier than 
undertaking the harder mental effort, widi the text on 
our hands, of analysing our own individual reactions. 

In certain rare instances, such as in the case of Walter, 
Pater’s Greek Studies and Nietzsche’s Birth of Tragedy out of 
Music, this rnethod has its justification ; but these two 
critics are unique. They not only think, feel, and see for 
us, they compel us to think, feel, and see for ourselves ; 
whereas the many other charming, plausible, and erudite 
books on the subject inform us without inspiring us, 
enlighten us without transporting us, and thicken out om 
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knowledge in place of giving us a living, growing, and 
organic experience of our own. There does remain, how- 
ever, the quite legitimate pleasure of noting the favouritism 
shown by later poets for one or other of these three 
dramatists. 

It would seem that both Milton and Goethe had a 
partiaHty for Euripides ; while Matthew Arnold, on the 
other hand, is at pains to make clear his preference for 
Sophocles; and I like to think that the reference to 
Aeschylus at the end of his sacrifice of Tess may indicate 
the one among the three to whom Thomas Hardy most 
instinctively turned. 

Homer was the inexhaustible quarry firom which they 
all drew their inspiration ; and coming to which of them 
you will, you caimot but be impressed by his inability to 
catch that incomparable chord of absolute human sim- 
plicity which that greatest of poets alone can strike. 

Take these lines, for instance, describiug the tears of 
Paielope while her husband, as yet unknown to her, gives 
her his unquestionable proof that he had really seen the 
lost hero. 

He spoke ; and made the many fiJsehoods of his tale seem 
like die truth, and as she listened her tears flowed and her face 
melted as the snow melts on^the lofty mountains, the snow 
which the East Wind thaws when the West Wind has strewn 
it, and as it mdts the streams of the rivers flow full ; so her ftiir 
cheeks mdted as she wept and mourned for her husband, who 
even then was sitting by her side. 

It is a tone like this that inevitably lifts the heightened 
simplicity of Homer, with its direct ballad-like poignance, 
into “an ampler ether, a diviner air” than can ever be 
attained by the more lurid tension of drama. 

Let us begin by considering the greatest of all trilogies, 
the three dosely-knit plays of Aeschylus dealing with the 
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deaths of Agamemnon and Clytemnestra and the hunting 
of Orestes by the Furies. 

And, by the way, isn’t it significant of the absolute 
predominance of these old Greek poets that to-day, 
almost within a decade of the middle of the twentieth 
century, the highest ambition of a modem novelist should* 
be to compose a “trilogy,” reminiscent of this one, just 
as the highest praise a critic can give to any spiritual tale 
of adventure is to call it “epic” > 

The “fragment from the Homeric feast” which 
Aeschylus expands into the greatest, as it is the earliest, 
trilogy of our human stage is still inferior to its fountain- 
source. Odysseus is telling them, in the halls of Aldnous, 
how across his trench of blood at the mouth of Hades 
he spoke to the outraged spirit of the dead king ; 

When then Holy Persephone had scattered this way and that 
the spirits of the women, there came up the spirit of Agamemnon, 
son of Atreus, sorrowing. ... He Imew me straightway, when 
he had drunk the dark blood, and he wept aloud, and shed big 
tears, and stretched forth his hands toward me eager to reach 
me. But no longer had he axxght of strength or might remaining 
such as of old was in his supple limbs . . . but he straightway 
made answer and said . . . Ere now thou hast been present at 
the slayii^ of many men . . .'but in heart thou wouldst have 
felt most pity hadst thou seen that sight, how about the mixing 
bowl and the laden tables we lay in me hall and the floor swam 
with blood. And the most piteous cry that I heard was that of 
the daughter of Priam, Cassandra, whom the guileful Clytem- 
nestra slew by my side. And I sought to raise my hands and 
smite down the murderess, dying though I was, pierced dirough 
with the sword. But she, the shamcl^ one, turned her back 
upon me, and even though I was going down to the house of 
Hades deigned neither to draw doi^ my eyelids with her fingers 
nor to dbse my mouth. 

What one notices especially — ^anti no doubt it is of the 
essaice of dramatic as against epic poetry— is that in every 
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single point where horror ean be increased by the particular 
twist given to the tale, it is increased, and where passion 
can be intensified to the breaking-point, it is intensified ; 
although in both cases something — that strange redeem- 
ing sense of the normal world going on when it is all 
over, that sense of an indescribable peace out of storm 
which Shakespeare, dramatist though he was, aims at 
giving us in his greatest plays — ^is of necessity lost. 

Yes, dramatist though he was, Shakespeare made an 
obvious effort at the end of all his great tragedies to catch 
something of the redeeming peace of the monotone of 
normal Hie as the last wail of passion dies down and the 
last c rims on bubbles sink. But consider the close of all 
the greatest plays of Aeschylus, Sophocles, and Euripides. 

Oedipus at Colonus does, indeed, actually close with the 
words : 

Wail no more, let sorfow rest/ 

All is ordered for the best. 

And this tone is made possible by the nature of the 
protagonist’s mysterious departure firom the world. But 
the actual feeling with which we are left as the man’s 
unhappy daughters depart for their besieged home is not 
so much expressed in this complacent tag as in those lines 
a little before, when the ill-starred Polyneices is about to 
make his unwanted appearance : 

Not to be bom at all 

Is best, &r best that can befall. 

Next best, when bom, with least delay 
To trace the backward way. 

In the same manner, by reason of its comparatively 
“happy ending,” the Eumenides of Aeschylus (^ses on a 
serene tone. But this is something very difierait from 
that Shakespearean fedhng of calm produced by the flow- 
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onwards of the long-dra-\^ tide of normal human 

life. 

The close of Prometheus Bound as well as of the Aga- 
memnon and the Libation-Bearers is upon the note of 
unrelieved disaster; and as for the manner in which 
Euripides ends his Bacchanals and his Medea, one can only 
say that one hopes our grosser passions are purged by such 
piling up of frightfulness, for we have certainly no other 
comfort left 1 

Curiously enough, Euripides closes both the Medea and 
the Bacchanals with the same words, save that in the former 
the issue is attributed to the doom of Zeus, tamias Zeus, 
and in the latter to the works of the gods, morphai ton 
daimonion : 

, O the'works of the Gods — in manifold wise they reveal them : 

Manifold things unhoped-for the Gods to accomplish bring. 

And the things that we looked for, the Gods deign not to' fulfil 
them; 

And the paths imdiscemed of our eyes, the Gods unseal them. 

So fell this marvellous thing. 

To grasp what Greek Tragedy really means, to grasp 
what of its mystic secret we can appropriate to ourselves 
in this modem age, what we can make our own for the 
benefit of that under-tide of our life that remains un- 
affected by outward occasion, it is necessary to recall its 
ecstatic, orgiastic origin. 

Whenever any human being among us feels that par- 
ticular mystic rapture which brings spirit and sex togedier, 
and religion and sex together,'and nature and sex together, 
and life and death together, he is in musical harmony with 
the essence of Greek Tragedy ! 

Whether you are by the destiny of your character a 
worshipper o£ Apollo, that is to say, of creative order, of 
reasonable beauty, of self-control, of intellectual light ; 
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or, on the other hand, a worshipper of Dionysus, that is 
to say, of losing yourself in the delirious darkness of those 
wild, tom, broken intimations that set beauty and reason 
and even decency at defiance, you can find underlying the 
austere traditional forms of Greek Tragedy certain mys- 
terious channels, dug down deep into die passion-rock of 
your life, along which your strongest feelmgs can flow. 

Few of us go through existence without being aware 
of intermittent emotions which seem to belong neither to 
what we call morality nor to what we call immorality, 
seem in fact to spring directly from some super-moral or 
sub-moral level of Being, where these distinctions dis- 
appear, but where others even deeper in their opposition 
rise up and manifest diemselves. Religion and Irreligion, 
reverence for Zeus and defiant fellowship with Pro- 
metheus, alternate in these emodons like Turn and 
Counter-turn, Strophe and Anti-strophe, in an orgiastic 
dance of the opposing poles of the life-force. 

Against the proud sun-smitten lute-strings of Apollo 
you will feel, rising and falling on the wind, the dark, 
ensorcerized flute-breathings of Dionysus. To each of 
them in mystic alternation responds die heart-beat of a 
universe at war with itself. 

It is the ritual-dance of creation which is also the ritual- 
dance of the destruction of creation. It is the sex-dance 
of Destiny with Chance. “Om! Om! Om!” beat the 
tom-toms of the one. “Konx! Om! Pax!” dash the 
Cymbals of the other. Greek tragedy may strike us to-day 
as somediing austere and wooden, and yet something 
monstrous and superhuman like the galvanic gestures of 
vast Cosmic Dolls, who, rising on the rim of our round 
world, nod and wail at one another, bow and bend to 
one another, and hurl at one another bleeding thunder- 
bolts of meteoric malediction. 
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Out of spontaneous rural pantomime, out of i&ntastic 
mumming and miming, out of the wild dances of satyrish 
grotesques, out of what was half-ritual, half-orgy, out of 
what must have been touched from the beginning by the 
darker elements of this cult of the beautiful, cruel, 
womanish god, who was the perilous Life-Sap of Creation, 
was moulded at last, by one of the strangest meta- 
morphoses in the history of art, what we now know as 
Greek Tragedy. 

From ecstasy in the stirring of the sap, from ecstasy in 
the blood of the grape, and from ecstasy in the seminal 
pulse of sex rose ^tual, and from Ritual rose this 
mysterious and unique art, an art that could spiritualize 
arid sublimate the wildest excesses of its phallic origin by 
the pity and terror of the Tragic Muse. It was the ritual 
of musical orgia — & Greek word that connoted much more 
than mere erotic excess — ^that led to the Trj^edies per- 
formed in the Dionysian Festival; and running like a 
mystic undertone through all these plays is a sense of the 
undivulged Mysteries of Eleusis wherein the cult of 
Dionysus was mingled with that of the Earth-Mother and 
with that of her Daughter, the Bride of Hades. 

Thus it comes about that at the h^art of Greek Tragedy 
we recognize the abysmal contradictions of the world we 
know, the contradiction between Good and Evil, Mortality 
and Immortality, Fate and Free-Will, and remotely and 
dimly discerned bdiind even these — ^with the presence of 
the Heusinian Mysteries always in the background — ^yet 
stranger oppositions, and “knots of contrariety,” in the 
very workshop of Creation itself! 

It is because' these Tragedies were linked from the start 
with the equivocal frgure of Dionysus, that suffering and 
wounded and yet cruelly-avengfrig Power, that so mystic 
an. undertone slips tgain and again into their texts, 
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culminating in Aeschylus with the pacifying of the Furies, 
in Sophocles with the “passing” of Oedipus, and in 
Euripides with the blood-lust of the fatal god himself. 

Stiff and formal as they may seem — ^with only the death- 
cries of their victims reaching us from behind the stage — 
they never quite lose their original erotic and orgiastic 
tension, never quite lose a certain un-Achaean, un-Dorian, 
un-ApoHonian element, an element that suggests Asia and 
even Africa, an element Thaumaturgic, exotic, incestuous, 
barbaric. 

It must always be something of a shock to come to 
one of these great Tragedies, to Agamemnon, or Oedipus 
Rex, or Medea, after reading Homer. 

It is in Homer we get the pure Greek tone, unaffected 
by the “Sciences,” as Taliessin would say, of “Asia and 
Africa” ; and the curious thing is that in Homer we feel 
as though the very physical stature of the heroes were more 
human, more ndrnial, more like ourselves. 

Something has entered into the style of these plays 
from the enormity of the masks they put on, from the 
height of the buskins that supported them, perhaps even 
from the megaphonic contrivances within those masks 
that made it possible for their voices to reach that huge 
Dionysian audience, something that overpowers the lov^y 
natural humanity that we know in Homer. In Homer 
the very gods are humanized, while the sun that “be- 
holdest all things and hearest aU things” is the natural 
sun with which we are all frmiliar. The elements are 
our elements, those we struggle with and instinctively 
worship in our common human experience. The sea is 
our sea, into whiph our own sailors still “go down in 
ships.” The furrows made by Homeric ploughs through 
the “grain-bearing earth” are the furrows we see around 
us in die fields of our own childhood. 
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And in spite of all the lurid ’and blood-curdling situa- 
tions in these plays we are never touched— no ! not when 
Euripides makes Medea speak of the rose-petal breath of 
the children she is going to slaughter— by the real pity 
of life, as we are in Homer when Andromache’s child 
is scared by Hector’s helmet, or when the dog Argus 
knows its master before it dies. Shakespeare is twenty 
times more Homeric than Aeschylus or Sophocles or 
Euripides. 

How often our reviewers cry : “like a Gredc chorus !” 
But although this same chorus has grown to be, for our 
obsequious modem mind, the sharpest sting of dramatic 
contrast and the deepest bite of ironic emphasis, ’there is 
surely more real irony and ftr more human poignance 
in the crazy jesting of the nameless Fool in Lear man in 
any comment made by “Asian Bacchanals’’ or “Argive 
Elders” or “Ladies of Corinth.” 

“You are as good as a chorus, my lord,” says Ophelia 
to Hamlet, and so he was ; and indeed tke whole method 
of Shakespeare, compared with Sophocles, is to bring tliis 
detached commentary upon the philosophy of events into 
the circle of a man’s own consciousness. 

“Duncan is in his grave: after life’s fitful fever he 
sleeps well,” might perhaps be murmured by a Sophoclean 
protagonist, but it would have to be left to a Sophoclean 
chorus to chant the words : 


— ^Man must abide 

His going hence, even as his coming hither ; 

Ripeness is all. 

But it is foolish to spend more than a moment in 
indicating what Greek Tragedy is not ! Enough to note 
that to be what it is, to be as great and unique as it is, 
something had to be sacrificed ; and what was sacrificed — 
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to leave Shakespeare ou^ of it and return to Homer — 
was that lovely, magical, natural poetry of ^rmal life 
that thrills us most when it brings down Zeus and Hera 
and Athene and Apollo and Priam and Helen and Penelope 
and Circe and Calypso and Achilles and Odysseus to our 
own human level. 

Yes, in Homer the Sun is the Sun, and the Earth die 
Earth ; and the gods are even as we ourselves are, save 
that death cannot touch them, whereas in the Tragedians 
— due in part, no doubt, to that narrow stage and that 
great altar-space and those masks and buskins and mega- 
phonic devices — every event, every person, seems sur- 
rounded by a cloud of mysterious ritual, seems to carry 
an aura of supernatural significance that recedes into 
invisible regions. 

Compare the dialogue between Odyssqus and Penelope 
in Homer over the matter of the bedstead with that be- 
tween Agamemnon and Clytenmestra over the matter of 
the carpets. Quite apart from the completely different 
situations, you feel that in the one case the question con- 
cerns a red bedstead in a real court made from a real 
oHve bush ; while you feel in the other that befijre some 
nebulous and windy portico to some vast royal Palace, 
“out of Space, out of Time,” these imperial carpets, 
streammg blood-red in their blood-red extension, are 
unrolled before a ckariot of vapour and a phantom king ! 
Take the Homeric sc^e first : 

“—Nay come, nurse, strew me a couch that all alone I may 
lay me down, for verily the heart in her breast is of iron.” . . . 

“Come, Eurydeia, strew for him the stout bedstead which, he 
made himself . . . thither do ye bring it. . . .” 

“Woman, truly this is a bitter word that thou hast spoken ! 
Who has set my bed elsewhere ? Hard would it be ... for a 
long-leafed olive was growing within the court . . . and from , 
this I hewed out my bed . . . bm I know not, woman, whether 
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my bedstead is still fast in its placeor whether by now some man 
has cut from beneath it the olive stump and set the bedstead 
elsewhere.” 

So he spoke, and her knees were loosened where she sat, 
and her heart melted, as she knew the sure tokens which 
Odysseus told her. Then with a burst of tears she ran straight 
toward him and flung her arms about the neck of Odysseus 
and kissed his head and spoke saying : 

“Be not vexed with me, Odysseus, for in all else thou wast 
ever the wisest of men. It is the gods that gave us sorrow, the 
gods who begrudged that we two should remain with each 
other and enjoy our youth and come to the threshold of old 
age. ...” 

And now would the rosy-fingered Dawn have arisen upon 
their weeping, had not the goddess glaucous-eyed Athene taken 
other counsel. The long night she held back at the end of its 
course, and likewise stayed the golden-throned Dawn at the 
streams of Oceanus and would not suffer her to yoke her swift- 
footed horses that bring light to men, Lampus and Phaethon, 
who are the colts that bear the Dawn. 

Now let us come to Aeschylus and to Agamemnon s 
return home. Powerful and terrible indeed is the weight 
of the Aeschylean irony ! More formidable to my mind 
is it than the neater, cleverer, more famous irony of 
Sophocles. 

But this huge, crushing, sardonic sublimity of Aeschylus 
moves and has its being in ‘ ‘ worlds not realized.’' Among 
pillars and porches and altar-stones of an Ideal Argos it 
gathers its ‘‘trailing clouds” of doom. A background of 
the symbolic traditions of a remote rituahstic art lies 
behind this Argos of fatal' mysteries ; whereas the “local 
habitation” of the house of Odysseus is as real and actual 
to us as are the colts of the Dawn, Lampus and Phaethon, 
whom the goddess holds back until that oHve-tree bed- 
stead has satisfied the longing that has been frustrated for 
twenty years. 
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But at this other homfe-coming let us hear the words 
of Clytemnestra : 

And now I pray thee, dear my lord, dismount from this thy 
car, but set not on common earth this foot of thine, my h'ege, 
that hath trampled upon Ilium. . . . Quick ! With purple let 
his path be strewn, that justice may usher him to a home he 
ne’er hoped to see. , . . . " 

I am using die excellent prose translation of Dr. Herbert 
Weir Smym in the Loeb Classics, with the original on 
the opposite page, and I caimot help wondering how many 
other unscholarly students will find it hard, after the 
large-rolling hexameters of Homer, to make the more 
jerky iambic metre fiJl as musically as doubtless it shoultf 
fall, even upon our untrained ear. 

let me make an attempt to reproduce the difference 
between these two historic metres while the unlucky Ipng 
is being persuaded to use these ill-omened carpets. He 
begins by uttering the following words, which in the 
original would sound something like this : 

Ledas gemthlon domatOn emon phulax. 

Dr. Weir Smyth translates' this in his straightforward 
prose : 

Offiipring of Leda, guardjan of my house. 

But had the original been an Homeric hexameter in 
place of what it is, we might have Ei^lished it thus, in 
the Loi^^ow manner ; 

Lady, the dat^hter of Leda, who hast guarded my house in 
my absence. 

While, as it is; we should be drivon to content ourselves 
with this sort of spasmodic-sounding parallel : 

Of Leda ofEpring, guarded hast thou well my house. 
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But the doomed monarch goes on : 

Pamper me not ajfter woman’s wise, nor, like some barbarian, 
grovel to me with wide-mouthed acclaim ; and draw not down 
envy on my path by strewing it with tapestries. ... I bid thee 
revere me not as a god, but as a man. Fame needs no carpedngs 
and broideries to make her loud acclaim. . . . 

But -the murderess persuades him at last, though he 
insists on having his sandals removed : 

Since I have been overborne to hearken to thee in this, I will 
tread upon a purple pathway as I pass to my palace halls. 

I cannot feel that either Sophocles or Euripides had the 
grandeur of imagination that was needed to conjure up 
with such overpowering and primeval simplicity the scene 
that follows. The porch of that megaiithic palace in 
Argos begins to tower before our imagination nke some 
prehistoric “Caer” ; and when the king has vanished — 
and it is the last we see of him — it is Cassandra of Troy, 
his royal captive, cursed by her lover Apollo with the 
prophetic gift that none will credit, who now becomes 
the protagonist of the play. 

Darkly does the Chorus of old men hint at the brooding 
horror that hovers over those unseen chambers with their 
bath of blood ; but the wild-eyed captive girl, unwillingly 
persuaded by Clytemnestra to leave the chariot where 
she had been crouching, screams aloud, desperate and 
reckless, her wild “Hell is murky !” 

Clytemnestra. Nay, mad she is, and hearkens to her wild 
mood. . . . No, I will waste no more words upon her to be 
insulted thus. 

And with that the murderess enters the palace; and 
Cassandra is left alone with the terrified old men, 

Thetx the situation grows momently more tense. The 

151 



THE PLEASURES OF LITERATURE 

young exile’s horrible cl££irv9yance rises in gasping, chok- 
ing screams, and the genius of the first and grandest of 
the Greek Dramatists rises with it. It was a subject after 
his own heart. In his Prometheus Bound he went as far 
as his austere conscience allowed in his sympathy with 
the Titan’s revolt ; but he was caught — caught as fast as 
was his godlike hero in the iron rivets of his crucifixion 
on the Caucasus — ^by his subhme and terrible faith in the 
irremediable Cosmic Law ! 

There is indeed a grand and awful sense in Aeschylus 
of the utter hopelessness of meddling with the Categorical 
Imperative of the Universe. It is more than puritanism 
this feeling in him. In some strange way it gives you 
the impression that he had a prophetic inkling of a Moral 
Power behind the world that is less amenable to supplica- 
tion or propitiation than even “La somma Sapienza’’ of 
Dante or the “Almighty Father’’ of Milton ! 

In reading the Prometheus Bound of Aeschylus we experi- 
ence something of that indignation with Zeus that we 
experience in our own life when the “President of the 
Immortals’’ behaves in an unpardonable manner ; but it 
is clear that to the rugged and imperious soul of this Greek 
Prophet a great deal of ordinary human sentiment and 
tender natural sympathy has to be sacrificed and ought to 
be sacrificed if we are to make our will one -wim the 
implacable will of the universe. 

And although in the end of this terrible Trilogy the 
Justice of HeaVen, by the intervention of its own glaucus- 
eyed Daughter, consents to incarnate its verdict in that 
extremely human Consistory known to us as the Court 
of the IfiU of Mars, the feeling we are left with, when these 
tibrce dosely-linked plays, the Agamemnon, the Choephoroi, 
aftd the Eumenides, are brought to a close, is a fathomless 
sense of the horrible and devastating power of the human 
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conscience. Yes, in the plays of’Aeschylus the earthquake- 
and-glacier compulsion of the Law of Retribution cracks 
and crashes its way throt^h the tragic heart of man; 
whereas in the Drama of Job, where the Injustice of Life 
is chanted on a far wider scale than the Justice of the 
Areopagus, it is from Deep calling unto Deep beyond the 
reach of any moral order that the Lord answers His 
critics out of the whirlwind. 

But on the other hand, Aeschylus has a genius for a 
certain piled-up, richly-charged, purple-stained sumptuous- 
ness of horror which strikes us with a more sinister shock 
than anything in the Drama of Job. 

There is a touch, too, of something like Cyclopean 
humour at the end of the Watchman’s speech, and in the 
ominous part played by those ghastly carpets and the 
praise of meir purple dye by (he blood-brooding queen ; 
but to my mind by far the most powerful portion of the 
whole Tnlogy is the dialogue between Cassandra and the 
Chorus. The horror of this really becomes almost intoler- 
able, and the whole Aeschylean conception of the figure 
of this daughter of Priam is charged with a significance 
that descends to the very roots of life. 

Rejecting Apollo’s love after beguiling him of the gift 
of prophecy, the god cursed her by the fatal addition to 
his gift that her predictions should never be believed. 
Yotmg and beautiful, and by the crowd held insane, she 
was the one of all the fair women of Troy that the leader 
of the Greeks chose for his prize, and the fiict that Cly- 
temnestra took for granted that she was his paramour as 
well as his captive was enough to involve her in his doom. 

One cannot help being struck all through these 
Greek Dramas by the startling variations of quality in the 
choregic chants. And since so much depends upon the 
chorus I would be tempted to hazard the view that, 
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though a Stronger chorus saves a weaker situation, a 
stronger situation does not save a weaker chorus. 

In his grandest vein the choruses of Aeschylus, com- 
pared with diose of Sophocles, resemble Pheidian sculp- 
ture compared with Praxittlean ; while as compared with 
those of Euripides they resemble any sculptured figures 
in the round compared with the stirring flow of a rich, 
romantic, processional relief. 

The Argive Elders in the Agamemnon make their appear- 
ance upon the stage with a prelude worthy of some vast 
heathen Good Friday Mass: “Ailinon! Aihnon! But 
may the good prevail ! Zeus whosoe’er he be — if by this 
name it pleasem him to be invoked, by this name I call 
to him ” 

It is interesting to note how closely in all these plays 
Zeus has come to represent what we modems mean when 
we speak of God. This is a great revolution; for in 
Homer, though he is Sky-God and therefore the powerful 
All-Father of Gods and Men, Zeus renuins a very clear- 
cut anthropomorphic figure, more so even than Irion’s 
Jehovah, and he is not only invoked along with Apollo 
and Athene, but is very frequently roundly cursed and 
called Sketlii, “Obstinate devu !” by the angry heroes. 

From a purely poetical and mythological point of view 
there is something a htde sad about this sanctimonious and 
mystical change. It is true that in Homer he is not only 
the great Sky-God, more powerful — ^ fie himself ex- 
plains in extremely realistic fashion — than all the rest put 
together: he is also the God of Suppliants, Strangers, 
Beggars, and Tramps. Nevertheless in this simple stage 
of his development he left the profbunder problems of 
good and evu to the less human and more mysterious 
workings of Fate. 

But bow fascinating it is— rwhethei: one likes ibis change 
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from the poetical to the spiritual or not — to note the deep 
intellectud disturbance that is going on in all three of 
these great Dramatists under the stress — Nietzsche would 
call it the morbid and vicious stress — of this mode rnizing 
and mysticizing of Olympus, or more strictly speaking, 
of this desertion of Olympus for Eleusis ! For in trudi 
they all reveal this trouble of mind ; though it is the usual 
custom among scholars to confine such agitation to the 
one of the three who, as we gather from the foolery of 
Aristophanes, was hand-in-glove with Socrates. 

But in most of these plays — ^putting aside Prometheus 
Bound, which has a fireer, more elemental, more Homeric 
atmosphere — it is the Mysteries, these black-magical Cele- 
brations and erotic-mystical Initiations that give, at least 
to a lover gf the Iliad and the Odyssey,- a certain blood- 
charged, sex-charged, and how shall I say it, dimly- 
barbaric shiver to these Goat-Chants of Dionysus. 

One begins to remember, as one gets more deeply 
involved in these tragedies, that Dionysus was worshipped 
in some of his favourite regions as the Devoixrer of Raw 
Flesh ; and if we take, as Keats did, and as Walter Pater 
and Nietzsche did, all this significant mythology seriously, 
it is impossible not to feel a certain satisfoction in recalling 
that this blood-drinking, vindictive, effeminate Divinity 
is only known to us in the Epic Poems as a terrified 
fugitive among the Nereids of the Sea! 

It is no petulant obliquity, however, for a devotee of 
the older poetry to stress the morbid and lurid element 
in Greek Drama, for we may be sure that whither the 
horror-compass of modem psychology points, there incest, 
infimticide, and all the “ailmon 1 ailinon I” of the homi- 
cidal nerves of our race will be found and heard. 

The Choruses, in this great Aeschylean Trilogy, differ 
firom one another a good deal in the quaHty of their 
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poetry ; and the Furies are more passionate and moving 
than ^e Argive Elders or the Argive Slave-women. 

One wonders a Htde, thinldng of Keats’s Hyperion, at 
the extremely calm way in which these pious citizens 
dispose of the great Cosmic Powers, Uranus and Cronos, 
who ruled the world before thdx spiritualized Zeus came 
into bis own. 

He who aforetime was mighty, swelling with insolence for 
every fray, he shall not even be named as having ever been ; 
and he who arose thereafter, he hath met his overthrower and 
is past and gone. But whosoe’er, heartily taldng thought before- 
hand, giveth title of victory in triumphant mout to Zeus, he 
shall gain wisdom altogether — ^Zeus who leadeth mortals the 
way of understanding, Zeus who hath established as a fixed 
ordbance that wisdom cometh by sufferir^. 

The Chorus of Furies in the Eumenides takes, as indeed 
is proper with such old, dark, chthonian divinities, a very 
different view ; calling upon primeval Night, its Mother, 
in angry protest against the arrogant claims of these 
younger gods. 

But the luckless Cassandra — ^to my mind, apart from 
Prometheus, the most moving, of the Aeschylean char- 
acters — ^finds in these Zeus-loving Argive Elders a veritable 
crowd of well-meaning Poloniuses; and as, with her 
nostrils full of the smeH of blood, and the cry “Faugh! 
Faugh!” upon her lips, she parries with her sublime 
despair thcar conventional platitudes, all they do is to 
enquire grossly, putting their questions into one terrible 
Greek word, ‘“^^y — do — yon— faugh — like — tha.t s” 

And what a deep-biting woman’s wit lies in the retort 
which I will now set down, and set it down phonetically, 
so as to emphasize once more the metre of these plays : 

Oudeis ak&uei tauta tdn eudaimonon I 
None who is happy is commended thus. 
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But I will quote the context: 

Cassandra. The day is come. Flight would profit me hut 
little. 

Chorus. Well, be assured, thou art patient and of a courageous 
spirit. 

Cassandra. None who is happy is commended thus ! 

No, there is nothing in the Libation-Bearers or evai in 
the Eumenides equal to the moment when Cassandra, re- 
calling the unspeakable Thyestean banquet and the sacri- 
ficing of Iphigeneia and predicting the death of her 
murderess, passes through the gate into that House of 
Atrocity. . 

But ^e opening passages of the last of the three plays 
are as terriJ^dng as anything in the whole literature of 
Horror. What a scene the Aeschylean imagination con- 
jures up as taking place in that mystic Temple at Delphi ! 

The Erinyes, the Furies, for they are not as yet the 
Eumenides, are themselves made the Chorus here, which 
was in itself as bold a stroke as any' in Greek drama. 

Lying huddled about the shrine to which Orestes is 
clinging, these loathly Beings keep muttering an inarticu- 
late gabble in their sleep, while the ghost of Clytemnestra 
stirs them up to make sxire that her son, already half-mad 
from their long pursuit, shall not escape. 

“Mugmos! Oogmosl” gibber these chthonian Abortions 
in their gradual awakening ; and the grisly syllables are 
like the moan of Lemurs around the morgue of a mad- 
house. 

Nor has there been any relaxing of the pursuit of their 
victim by these Erinyes when they overtake him at 
Athens cifeging to Athene’s shrine. 

Chorus. Here he is ^ain! In didter, with arms twmed 
round the image of the immortal goddess. . . Nay thou art 
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bound in requital to suffer-' that I suck the red blood from thy 
living limbs. May I feed myself on thee — a gruesome draught ! 

rU waste diy strength ; I’ll hale thee Hving to the world bdow, 
that thou mayest pay recompense for thy murdered mother! 
, . . For great is Hades who holds mortals to account beneath 
the earth ; and he surveyeth aU things with his recording mind. 
. . . Nay, be sure not Apollo nor Athene’s might can save thee 
from perishing . . . knowing not where in thy soul is joy, a 
bloodless victim of the powers below, a shadow of thyself! 

What ! Dost thou not even answer, bjit scomest my words, 
thou victim fiitted and consecrate to me ? At no altar shalt thou 
be slain, but livir^ shalt be my feast ; and thou shalt now hearken 
to our song to bind thee with its spell ! 

Then follows the tremendous chant of the Remorse- 
Demons; and as they sing they clasp anodiers hands 
and dance; while among them clinging to the altar 
cowers Orestes. 

Chorus. Come now, let us link the dance ! O mother Night, 
mother who didst bear me to be a retribution unto the dead and 
the living, hearken unto me ! . . . O’er our victim consecrate, 
this is our song, fraught with madness, fraught with frenzy, 
rraying the brain, the Furies’ hymn — hymnos ex Erinuon — 
withering the life of mortals ! 

As the Song of the Furies mounts up in intensity so do 
their leapings grow wilder; until so deeply does this 
whole conception of the Remorse-Dance of the Torturing 
Conscience obsess the inuigination of Aeschylus that he 
is inspired at last to communicate to the syllables they 
chant something of the actual beat of their feet in “down- 
fell unendurable,” as they proclaim themselves “separated 
firom the gods by a light not of the sun !” 

Sophocles is undoubtedly, to an average unscholarly 
mind, the most difficult to do justice to of these three great 
poets. Lacking the huge cosmic sweep of Aeschylus, lack- 
ing the obstinate, (juestionir^s and voluptuous subtleties 
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of Euripides, he was in his own long prosperous life, and 
has been ever since, what might be called the ideal Greek 
artist. 

Aeschylus, like die author of Don Quixote, was a veteran 
soldier “in a war to save” Western Civilization. He 
fought at Marathon, and a decade later at Salamis ; and 
thot^h he is rumoured to have been in philosophy a 
Pythagorean, it is in the imaginative grasp of great 
momentous crises of batde, murder, tyranny, revolt, both 
among mortals and immortals, that the huge dim- 
smouldering imperious grandeur of his inspiration found 
its natural expression. Chosen, on the contrary, for his 
unequalled beauty and his bom sense of rhythm to lead 
as a boy the musical paean round the trophy for the 
victory over the East, a friend of Pericles and the favoured 
darling of the vast, wayward, critical audience at the 
open-air theatre, Sophocles was in every sense of the 
word a prize-witmer in the lottery of life. 

And it has been the same ever smce ! Lucky with his 
contemporaries, lucky with posterity, it is he our greatest 
critic selects in that soimet we are weary of hearing quoted, 
as the one spirit of all time, 

Busmess could not make dull, nor passion wild. 

Who saw life steadily and saw it whole. 

Does it not seem a Httle strange that this perfecdy 
balanced dramatic artist, the flawless idol of Aristophanes, 
Aristotle, Virgil, Racine, Lessing, and all our university 
scholars, should have dominated the classic stage for so 
long, not, as in the case of the Prometheus of Aeschylus, 
with a figure who deliberately defied God, nor, as in the 
case of the Medea of Euripides, with a figure who de- 
liberately defied Man, but with this pious, well-meaniog, 
human-too-human Oedipus, who, by pure chance, and in 
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complete ignorance of what he was doing, murdered his 
fether and married his mother ? 

I suspect myself that those who have a predilection for 
the epical will always prefer Aeschylus, and that those 
who have a predilection for the romantic, the analytical, 
die magical, will always prefer Euripides, but that it is 
the adepts and virtuosos of the pure art of the theatre who 
hold— just as those great Dionysian audiences did — that 
Sophocles is the master. What we call Sophoclean irony 
is not in reality an intellectual thing, like the irony of 
Anatole France, not an emotional thing, like the irony 
of Thomas Hardy, it is a technical thing, the creation of a 
particular dramatic tension by the use of a particular 
theatric device. 

And, indeed, for the flawless handling of this device, 
and for the breathless suspense while this device is gather- 
ing momentum, Oedipus Rex stands out as the most 
petfect Tragedy of the Greek Stage. 

The manner in which the audience watches him — 
knowing perfecdy well whither it is all drifting — ^while 
he takes in his eager haste measure after measure to hasten 
the fore-ordained conclusion, reaches, I suppose, the superb 
limitofpolishedcraftsmanship. One can see why Sophocles 
was the idol of Racine ; and one can see also, I suspect, why 
it is that geniuses like Milton and Goethe — ^whose imagin- 
ative reach transcended and often outr^ed the laws of 
beauty — ^turned rather to Aeschylus and Euripides. 

Dark hints of an alluringly equivocal character have 
been thrown out that the whole story of “Swell-foot the 
Tyrant,” as Shelley in his literalness calls him, is a preg- 
nant psychological symbol, indicating that to answer the 
Riddle of the Cosmic Sphinx it is necessary to have- 
plunged into depths below our traditional conceptions of 
good and evil ; but one thing may be said with certainty ; 
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that such was never, for one fhckering second, the view 
taken by Sophocles. Sophocles has been praised — ^is still 
praised, and by others than Matthew Arnold — for his 
well-balanced rehgiosity and lovable piety, but it seems 
to me that such flawless craftsmanship and polished 
technique must in themselves, in the very nature of the 
case, tone down and smooth away those desperate extremes 
of deadly clairvoyance, that alone have enough “sacred 
madness,” as Plato teaches, to reach the heart of things ! 

Sophocles was certainly of that balanced temper fliat 
sees life “steadily”; but when I recall the Aeschylean 
Prometheus the Aeschylean Hymn of the Fates, I cannot 
agree with Matthew Arnold that he sees it “whole.” In 
fact, one thinks of the fate of the mother of Dionysus 
who “saw it whole” for one blinding second and then 
became ashes, and of the experience of Faust who cried 
to the Life-Spirit he had himself raised, “J endure not 
theer 

The truth is, that Sophocles was so absorbed in his 
political business and his perfect art that he was spared 
the frightfulness of “seeing life whole” ; an experience, 
as both Aeschylus and Euripides knew, not “intended” 
for mortal man. 

The stylistic perfection of this great artist, combined 
with the difficulty of translating dbis perfection into 
English, is what h^ enabled, I suspea, a certain scholarly 
traffition about him to become a little supercilious ; but 
if the test of the greamess of a writer be neither his 
popularity with professional critics, nor the balanced charm 
of ids personal life, but the troubling, disquieting, inspiring 
efect he has upon the men of genius of the remote future, 
I am tempted to feel' — ^m spite of Racine and Sir Richard 
Jebb — ^that the author of Prometheus Bound was a greater 
genius than the author of Oedipus at Colonus. 
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But putting aside tii& technical perfection of the 
machinery of the play and the polished balance of its 
style, let us proceed to quote from Oedipus the King at tihe 
supreme crisis, and see how the Sophoclean sense of horror 
compares with the Aeschylean. 

It is the Second Messenger speaking : 

“Laius,” she cried, and called her husband dead 
Long, long ago ; her thought was of that child 
By mm begot, die son by whom the sire 
Was murdered, and the mother left to breed 
With her own seed, a monstrous progeny. 
*••••• 

. . . With a shriek 

Burst on us Oedipus ; all eyes were fixed 
On Oedipus, as up and down he strode. 

• ♦•••• 

“A sword he cried, 

“ Where is the wife, no wife, the teeming womb 
That bore a double harvest, me and mine e’’ 

Then we beheld the woman hanging there, 

A running noose entwined about her neck. 

But when he saw her, with a maddened roar 
He loosed the cord ; and when her wretched corpse 
Lay stretched on earth, what followed — O Was dread ! 

He tore the golden brooches that upheld 

Her queenly robes, upraised them high and smote 

Full on his eye-balls . . 

It is, however, in Oedipus at Coloms^ where he can 
describe his own birthplace and increase the glory of that 
very sanctuary to which the Furies of Aeschylus had been 
led, that Sophocles is at his greatest. 

We speak of it as a Tragedy ; but it is in reality like 
those final plays of Shaespeare's, like the Tempest, for 
example, that you cannot attribute to any category. It 
lacks the dramatic poignancy of the passionate and heroic 
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Antigone — that play which so specially enthralled the huge 
Atlienian audience — for Oedipus’s brave daughter and 
her less heroic sister Ismene play a passive r6le here ; but 
the vanishing of the blinded king in this sacred spot, 
apparently under die forgiveness of the gods and the 
protection of the now thoroughly propitiated Eumenides, 
has a wonderfully solemn and tender power. 

It has, in fact, ,die same effect as have certain Catholic 
Masses for the Dead when the first despair is over. But 
if it is the nearest approach in Greek Tragedy to that 
feeling of a “redemption of all sorrows” that comes to 
most of us now and again in life, it is a somewhat remote 
approach. In truth, when those two luckless daughters 
and sisters leave the place of his passmg, one hears stUl 
the echo of those Hardy-like words : 

Not to be bom at all 
Is best, tar best that can befall. 

It is, I am afraid, almost impossible, unless one is at 
least as good a scholar as Shelley, to savour the peculiar 
quality of the famous Sophocles chorus in praise of his 
native village, which to our Dorsetshire ears is as if the 
folk of Stinsford and Bockhampton were to chknt on 
Midsummer Eve a musically laconic and completely 
untranslatable lyric of Thomas Hardy’s. 

Not Shelley himself, or any other poet, can turn a 
Sophoclean chorus into real English poetry. No, our 
only hope, if we are not scholars, is a literal word by 
word translation, a translation into the baldest prose, 
leaving the polished perfection to the Muse of the Imagina- 
tion. We can get a certain satisfaction, and perhaps a 
litde more than that, from noting such fbniliar flowers’ 
names as Crocus and' Narcissus, and how the great play- 
wright loves to 'linger over them, even as any of us, 
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recalling die home of our childhood, might linger over 
cowsHps and cuckoo-flowers ; but the sad thing is, that 
the more exquisite the Sophoclean perfection grows the 
harder it is to capture its special fragrance in the poetry 
of the Gothic North ! 

But now to turn to the one of the three about whose 
peculiar genius from the very start there has been anger and 
bitterness and controversy and dissension. Accused of 
championing women to a point of voluptuous nymph- 
oleptism, accused of hating women to a point of misogyn- 
istic mania, accused of an impious apologia for Man 
against God, accused of a recantation of this impiety so 
reckless and shameless as to make one think of a >^ain in 
Dostoievsky, Euripides certainly lends himself to the feel- 
ings of us modems as does no other genius of the ancient 
world. And he has paid the penalty for his modernity 
by being most freely and eloquently Englished in verse. 

But eloquent as these poetic renderings of Euripides are, 
I cannot but feel that they alter the very spirit of this great 
genius. The truth is that they soften, loosen,' weaken his 
savage and subtle intensity. For one thing, they change 
the characteristic short, violent lines of the choruses into 
loi^, flowing, rippling lines. 

I must not dwell upon this, but let me in passing make 
the most vigorous protest against the Enghshing of the 
fixed epithet of Dionysus, Bromius, into ^e sentimental 
adjective “Clamour-Kii^.” This is indeed a perfect 
example of the sort of thing that our eloquent versifiers 
of Euripides taid to do, and it is as bad on the side of his 
modem lovers as Aristophanes’s mockery of him was 
unfiiir on the side of his ancient enemies. 

The thii^ to do is to get hold of a volume of the old 
Bohn Library, and then, m your own imagination, turn 
this literal prose into poetry "resembling that of Samson 
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Agonistes, poetry which certainly cannot be accused of 
melodious fluidity ! 

And the Bacchanals is the play to read if you want to 
capture the spirit of Euripides in its strangest, subtlest, and, 
if I may say so, most Russian vein. A recantation, is it, 
of his daring championship of humanity against the Gods ? 
A recantation, is it, of his Strindberg-like sex-morbidity ? 

I am by no means so sure ! It certainly could lend itself, 
without much special pleading, to precisely the opposite 
interpretation. The unhappy Pentheus, who rules in place 
of the aged Cadmus, is certainly no pleasing figure ; but 
the way he is mesmerized by the god of frenzied women 
and the way he is teleported to the wilds of Cithaeron to 
be tom in pieces by his own mother stirs up in us feelings 
of anything but a pious nature. 

In her Maenad-madness the wretched woman takes his 
head for the head of a lion, till old Cadmus disabuses her, 
ai^d lo ! what she is carrying in her blood-stained arms 
has die features of the child of her womb ! 

The whole drama evokes such quivering pulses of pity 
fijr the house of Cadmus and such spasms of disgust- at 
the vindictiveness of Dionysus that it is just as much 
propaganda for sober atheism as for the fllumination of 
inspired belief. 

The truth is that both extremes — a. thaumaturgic ecstatic 
frith and a scepticism that corrodes the very navel of all 
rel^on — are instinctive with Euripides. A man of 
enormous nervous vitaHty, he was, if I may say so, like 
the fusion into one soul of the opposite souls of Nietzsche 
and Dostoievsky. 

I confess it gives me a curious satisfaction to note how 
Euripides remains to-day the same stumbling-block to the 
conservative satirist, the same stumbling-block to the well- 
ordered scholarly mind, as he was in his own time ! 
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But tlxe great Amateurs of Scholarship, those who 
hold, as Milton and Goethe did, that inspiration is more 
important than either art or science, will always revert 
to Euripides. 

Indeed, to my mind Euripides held a view of life similar 
to that of his friend Socrates, namely, that in all mytho- 
logies and religions there is some truth, and in none all 
die truth. Certainly our modem fiction has been making 
of late a bold and sometimes an almost successful attempt 
to revive this great aesthetic genre, and doing it, too, 
rather on Euripidean than on Sophoclean lines ; and yet 
I am not ashamed to confess that I would like to see some 
formidable modem writer make a Nietzschean attack on 
the whole tradition of Greek Tragedy and thus prepare 
the way for a renaissance of the Homeric spirit. But this 
must be left to our descendants. 

Meanwhile, what could be more modern in its delicate 
cerebral sadism than the way the atiieist is handled in the 
Bacchanals ? The dressing up of old Cadmus and Teiresias 
in that equivocal womanish garb has in it surely a vein of 
the subtlest “michmg mallecho” ; but when it comes to 
what I am now going to quote, how can it be that our 
scholars have not cried aloud with one voice : This is no 
apologia for religion : this is the subtlest attack on the 
rehgious spirit that has ever been written ! 

One is tempted, as one watches those noble and famous 
old heroes, the Homeric Teiresias, prophet for ever among 
the dead, and Cadmus, founder of the great city, leaving 
the stage in their skipping serulity and pantaloon-piety, 
to quote those words of Oscar Wilde : 

And the damned Grotesques made arabesques, 
like the wind upon the sand ! 

But the hypnotizing of Pentheus goes further still. It 
is as if Euripides had said to himself, “They have accused 
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me of being a misogynist; -they have accused me of 
atheism. Now I will show them what the hysteria of 
women and the cruelty of rehgion can do between them.” 

And "the extraordinary thing is that the wild choruses 
in the Bacchanals are as lovely as any in Greek Tragedy. 
But they are Bacchanalsj^om Asia, and what Homer would 
have felt — ^not the false Homer of the Hymns, but the real 
Homer of the Odyssey — about such insidious delirium, is 
a question worth asking. 

The thing Euripides was really doing was pressing the 
issue to the limit; and this was easy to mm because 
temperamentally he was one who veered between reaction 
and revolution. But certainly, in the process of releasing 
both these great suppressions of his soul, very queer 
cerebral perversities come to Hght. 

Dionysus. All Asians through these mystic dances tread. 

Pentheus. Ay, far less wise be they thm Hellene men. 

Dionysus. Herein far wiser. Diverse wont is theirs. 

Pentheus. By night or day dost thou perform the rites i 

Dionysus. Chiefly by night ; gloom lends solemnity. 

Having completely mesmerized the unhappy man, 
Dionysus dresses him in women’s clothes before leading 
him to his death ; and at this point, with a magical power 
over the dark phenomena of the underworld of mytho- 
logy, our poet makes Pentheus dimly aware that the horns 
of the hull, the god’s alter ego in the Orgies, have sprouted 
from the forehead of this sinister seducer. 

Pentheus. Whose semblance bear I ? Have I not the mien 
Of Ino or my mother ? 

Dionysus. Their very selves I seem to see in thee. 

Yet what ? This tress hath from his place escaped. 
Not as I braided it beneath the coif. 

Pentheus. Tossing it forth and back within, in whirls 
Of Bacchic frenzy, I disordered it. 
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Dionysus. Nay I, who have-takea thy tire-maiden’s part 
Will reatrange it. Come, hold up thine head. 

Pentheus. Lo there — thou lay it smoodi : 1 am in thy hands. 

Dionysus. Now is thy girdle loose ; thy garments’ folds 
Droop not below thine ankles evenly. 

And then, when the Maenads have done their work and 
the mother of Pentheus has learnt from Cadmus that the 
bleeding head she carries is her son s, this strange play — 
with a long passage completely lost to us, destroyed per- 
haps, who can tell > by some pious scholiast who caught 
too well its blasphemous drift — ^reaches its conclusion in 
a hint as to the frte of Cadmus. 

Perhaps after the Bacchanals, the Medea is the most 
characteristic play of Euripides ; and if he let his dithy- 
rambic psychology go to such lengths in celebrating the 
vengeance of the Women’s God, he lets it go just as far 
in celebrating the vengeance of a woman. 

Not for nothing does he make his heroine the grand- 
daughter of the Sun and the niece of Circe ; she who alone 
— ^when the voyage of Jason in the Argo would else have 
ftdled — ^wins for mm the Golden Fleece ! 

But in this play we find Jason on the point of taking a 
new bride ; and it is of the murderous fury of the woman, 
of her slaying her rival, of her killing her own children, 
of her robbing him even of the comfort of burying his 
dead, that the story tells. 

One cannot help remembering, as one reads Medea’s 
powerful defence, how Aeschylus in the Eumenides makes 
Apollo bring forward in his plea for Orestes the supremely 
masculine argument that it is the 'man who is the real 
parent of a child, while all the woman d.oes is to be the 
beater and the nurse of the man’s seed. 

Let us therefore hear how the misogynistic Euripides 
presents the woman’s point of view. 
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Medea, Surely, of creatures thatiavc life and wit. 

We women arc of all unliappiest,. 

Who, first, must buy, as buys the highest bidder, 

A husband — ^nay, we do but win for our lives 
A master ! Deeper depth of wrong is this. 

Here too is dire risk — ^will* the lord we gain 
Be evil or good ? Divorce ? — ^*Tis infamy 
To us : we may not even rgect a suitor ! 

For the man, when the home-yoke galls his neck 
Goes forth, to ease a weary sickened heart 
By turning to some fiien^ some kindred soul ; 

We to one heart alone can look for comfort. 

But we, say they, live an unperilled life 
At home, while Aey do battle with the spear — 
Unreasoning fools ! Thrice would I undia shield 
Stand, rather than bear childbirth-peril once. 

Thus does Greek Tragedy in these three great hands 
pass from the drama of “Crime and Punishment” with a 
cosmic background to die drama of heart-rending human 
situations with the Gods as accomplices, and from this 
move forward once again to the drama of lyrical psycho- 
logy with the Gods under critical indictment ! 

And as we commenced our sketch with the Aeschylean 
Hymn to the triumph of Zeus over Cronos, “who is past 
and gone,” and over Uranus, “who shall not even be 
named as having ever been,” it seems only frir to close it 
with another great puritan’s Hymn to the triumph of a 
yet younger Rebel. 

The Orades are dumb. 

No voice or hideous hum 
Runs thro’ the arched roof in words deceiving. 

Apollo from his shrine 
Can no more divine. 

With hollow shriek the steep of Delphos leaving. 

No nighdy trance or breathed spdl 
Inspires the pale-eyed Priest from the prophetic cell. 
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I T is possible, I suppose, that some religious system, 
more or less akin to Christianity, might have 
risen round the memory of Jesus of Nazareth if 
St. Paul had never been converted, but it is hard 
to believe that it would have lasted down to our 
own age, or been the Christianity, whether Catholic or 
Protestant, that we of dhe West confess, whether we like it 
or not, in the veins of our psychological consciousness. 

And laying aside the supernatural aspects of this strange 
phenomenon, and regarding St. Paul as an astonishing 
personality upon whose imagination a yet more astonish- 
ing personality, addressing him from the dead, had acted 
like magic, it isn’t easy to think of any human figure of 
greater importance. 

But the crazy paradox in thfe whole busmess lies in the 
fact that it is die very religion he founded — ^for St. 
Paul much more than Jesus is responsible fiir Christianity 
— that hinders our human recognition of his human 
genius. 

This upshot is most ironical and most curiously unfair ; 
though its irony is precisely of the kind in which St. Paul 
himself, in his own ^vourite phrase, would “glory.” 

And it cuts two ways ; both of them profoundly detri- 
mental to our estimation of his unique figure. Let any 
ordinary person who is trying to shake off the sacred 
tedium of the conventional regions attitude, trying to 
visidn this portentous protagonist freshly, naivdy, inno- 
cently, make an attempt to read the voluminous com- 
mentaries of even the most recent of pious scholars, and 
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•he’ll be bowed down, in dgected weariness under the 
dullness, under the dustiness, under the conventional 
unction of what he reads ! He’ll get the details all right, 
the technical terms, the arguments pro and con with regard 
to the authenticity of this or that particular epistle ; but 
there will rise out of the pages such a smell of pontifical 
and scholarly vestries, such a reek of learned propriety, 
such an aura of the special-pleading of wily professionals, 
that the last thing that will present itself to his mind will 
be the idea that he’s dealing with the works of a great 
morbid and imaginative genius who has steered the 
emotions of the human race for nearly two thousand 
years. The man with whom he is concerned will be 
swallowed up in the saint ; or, if the reader comes fiom 
an evangeUcju circle, in the whole solemn and sanctified 
amalgam of atonement, redemption, conversion and 
salvation. 

When we read other great men such as Homer, Rabe- 
lais, Shakespeare, we approach them lighdy, wantonly, 
and with a lawless joy. But when we read St. Paul — 
especially under the orderly guidance of an AagUcan 
bishop — ^we feel, in spite of ourselves, that we ought to 
be grave and cautious and disaeet, that we ought to press 
a muted and a pious pedal on both our pleasure and our 
irritation. And yet when we reverse the situation and 
approach St. Paul firom the standpoint of the rationalists, 
no very difierent result is obtained ! 

Once more is the living and immortal genius of this 
extraordinary man defrauded of its startling value. One 
would almost suppose, as one reads the commentaries of 
the rationalistic school of thot^ht and listens to their 
words, that the Church had simply invented the figure of 
St. Paul as a convenient peg whereon to hang, its devious 
and consecrated obscurities. And even where St. Paul is 
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given the credit of the' astounding invention of the 
, Christian feith, his ideas are presented in such a way as 
completely to divorce them from any natural human 
psychology, while his character and temperament, his 
personal vision of life are blurred and obscured, if not 
totally forgotten, in attachs upon the unscientific and 
frntastic nature of his spiritual conclusions. 

And as if this was not enough in the diluting, diminish- 
ing, disparagu^ and flattening-out this great genius, 
rationalistic exponents of his philcisophy bring thdr 
presentation of the man to a close by exaggerating and 
isolating from the rest of his words his sexual hostility 
to women and his quietistic bias in frvour of propitiating 
“the powers that be.” 

In addition to all this we are compelled to note, as 
unfortunate for St. Paul's prestige with all consdmtious 
morahsts, that his ideas on the subject of predestination 
and on the subject of Salvation by Faith have actually, in 
the long history of the Christian religion, proved a support 
to some of the most unpleasant aspects of pinitanical 
bigotry, as well as to some of the wildest manias of 
antinomian mysticism. 

In regard to these final points, in the accumulative case 
against him, those among us whose early life was spent in 
old-frshioned Protestant circles know only too well how 
many of his most original and charactenstic turns of speech 
have been converted into the disgusting cant of the most 
unappealing and unattractive of all rdigious jargon. 
Admirers of the real St. Paul, lovers of his profijund, 
startling, and comprehensive philosophy, are thus con- 
fronted by a thick doud of prgudice and misunderstand- 
ing, in, the evocation of which both the pious 'and the 
impious have jdayed thdr pernicious part. 

The problem reduces itself, therefijre, to the question 
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of how best to clear out of the way all this weight of unjust 
and yet unavoidable disparagement, so that the surprising 
lineaments of this great man, and the ori ginal outlines of 
his startling philosophy, may appear unobscured and 
undistorted. And it has presented itself to my minrl that 
the only way of achieving this desirable end is to attempt 
ah appreciation of St. Paul as if his philosophy of life, 
based upon his attitude to Jesus ^d to the claims of Jesus, 
had bear freshly put forth, now, to-day, in our own 
time ; and put forth, too, for our modem consideration, 
as a real and possible way of life, independently of the 
other bibhcal writers. The manner in wMch in Protestant 
countries certain frvourite expressions of St. Paul have 
passed into current use and become part of our quotidian 
conversation, while it has added a sort of hoary nimbus 
to his peculiar turn of mind, composed of sanctified reve- 
rence and infinite tedium, has also made us dull, stupid, 
impervious, to the magical daring of his thought. 

But why should such overwhelming psychological in- 
sight as St. Paul possessed be debarred its fair place in 4:he 
culture of hunlanity > Is it quite impossible for a lover of 
the gross, cosmic beatitude of Rabelais and the heightened 
elementalism of Homer to be subtle enough and fluid 
enough in his soul to get the secret of St. Paul freshly and 
freely in its essential nature, imburdened by the weight 
of sanctified tradition ? Ferocious savages, as at bottom 
we still are, we have in the course of a couple of thousand 
years acquired a certain instinctive response to the new 
values introduced by Christianity. 

In the nerves of even the most materialistic and scientific 
amoi^ us there are chords, though they may be muted, 
which answer— whether our reason approves of their 
doing so or not — ^to the peculiar appeal of St. Paul’s vision 
of the world. And moreover, if we have enough interest 
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in these subtle matters we ought, I think, without having 
to make any patroniTuig allowance for the gulf of time 
that divides us, to be able to translate, as it were, into 
plain modem significance the basic assumptions of St. 
Paul’s philosophy. 

In domg so, we must of course be prepared for a few 
shocks. The worst of these will, I think, be felt on behalf 
of certain moral values in our modem conscience — ^par- 
ticularly in regard to our attitude to the hypothetical 
Being St. PatS calls “God” — ^wherein, largely by the 
evolution of the Christian idea itself, we have, to speak 
boldly and bluntly, advanced in our spiritual judgment 
of such a Being’s behaviour. In other words, we can no 
longer stomach certain apologies for the ways of the First 
Cause; apologies that St. Paul was prepared to make; 
though clearly not without a few qualms ! Especially is 
this trae in regard to the matter of predestination. 

Here, to do him justice, St. Paul doesn’t mince matten, 
or beat about the bush, but drives, honestly and shame- 
le^ly and with some distress of mind, straight back 
through the gulfs of time to the one dark and terrible 
danger-point of the whole problem. 

Personally I find St. Paul a much more congenial 
thinker on this most questionable and sinister point than 
the loving author of tne Fourth Gospel. 

That fiimous prayer for “those flbat tiiou hast givai 
me,” put into the mouth of Jesus at the crucial moment of 
his life by the St. John of the last Gospel, has in it a certain 
hot-house unction of restricted “ lovingness” — ^love be- 
tween the Father and the Son and the blessed Elect — ^that 
strike the conscience within us, the Christian conscience, 
I think, as well as the heathen, as much too small and too 
hermetically-sealed a salvation for this tragical world. 
We find nothing in the poetical St. Luke, for instana — ^by 
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far the greatest of the chroniclers of Jesus — corresponding 
to this unhealthy and morbidly-enclosed eternity of 
reciprocal and exclusive love. 

But St. Paul’s tone on this dark and tragic point is 
entirely free from hot-house unction. It is, indeed, by no 
means lacking in a certain desperate uneasiness. St. Paul 
was clearly a far greater and more sensitive spirit than the 
author of the Fourth Gospel, and a far nobler one. He 
was an honest philosopher as well as an ardent prophet of 
the Mystery ; and there is a strain, a tension, a desperation 
— not unlike that of Nietzsche speaking of the Eternal 
Recurrence — ^when he talks of this appamng problem. 

The author of the Fourth Gospel, basking beatifically 
in the dazzling rainbow-light of his hermetically-sealed 
lovingness — ^the love of the Father for the Son and the 
love of Them both for Their Predestined Elect — ^has no 
thoughts to spare, and not a grain of pity, for the cold, 
dark, unregenerate cosmos left outside this warm and 
privileged fold. 

But St. Paul’s was a totally different kind of soul. The 
fate of the whole universe was his perpetual concern. He 
is more than bothered by the dark perdition of the un- 
believing. He would himself be prepared to face damna- 
tion if only the stiff necks of his obstinate compatriots 
would bend before the secret of Jesus ! What a difference 
there is between this grand figure and all the other authors 
of the New Testament ! One must make an exception in 
frvour of St. Luke, however, who stuck to him through 
thick and thin, and with gentle tolerance and Shake- 
spearean indulgence put up with his morbid manias. 

But let us try to visualize this whole problem from the 
point of view of some visitor to our earth from Venus 
or Mars ; at any rate some heathen planet where the idea 
of the Creator of the World as the most exacting and 
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revengeful of all capridous lovers has so far been confined 
to the fairy-stories about Zeus. Such a visitor reading the 
New Testament for the first time would be struck — ^in 
spite of the words of Jesus about his Father — ^by the huge 
and monstrous moral difficulty implidt in the unlimited 
all-power of this Christian First Cause. If only it had been 
possible to regard him as a weak God, a pathetically 
struggling God, a perpetually hampered and hindered 
God, ihis scruple of consdence, that surely must stick in 
the gullet of every generous man, would never have 
materialized. It is the power of God combined with the 
attodties and cruelties of hfe that creates, as Dostoievsky 
saw, the supreme stumbling-block; nor can the closest 
idaitification of the First Cause with Jesus, whether 
mystically or metaphysically conceived, destroy a certain 
rooted uneasiness in honest breasts. One can bear the 
violences of the Old Testament Jehovah easily enough, 
just as one bears the waywardness of Zeus. It is the 
questionable morality of the Father of Jesus that leaves the 
sting. The God of Abraham, the God of Moses, the God 
of Isaac and Jacob, is a Personage much more easy to 
reconcile with the way things go upon the earth. 

hideed, in a certain sense, since he displays the “mighty 
hand” of human weakness, one feels as if die old Jehovah 
were fiu less responsible for life’s attodties than the 
appalling All-Powerful of the Fourth Gospel whose drde 
of “everlasting love” is so much smaller than his corre- 
sponding Lafemo. 

No one can read St. Paul with any care without recog- 
nizing that he alone of the New Testamait writers is 
consdous of this dark and terrible background to the 
tenderness and sweetness of the new dispensation! Indeed, 
in lus stark integrity he encourages us to piarce through 
the firagrant magian doud of gnostic incense in whiph die 
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Outer Darkness and the predestinating Will of God are 
covered up by the loving St. John, 

A Pharisee of the Pharisees, St. Paul had been accus- 
tomed from childhood to envisage as the inescapable 
background to all salvation the wayward absolution of 
the God of Moses ; and I confess that to my mind the 
inscrutable alternations between wrath and benignity of 
this terrifying Bdng come nearer to representing the 
actual mysteries of chance m this chaotic world than any 
metaphysical love-drcle with the elect inside and the lost 
outside. 

At any rate St. Paul was an honest and uncompromising 
philosopher, and what he found in the depths of hfe is 
very much what many people find there to-day,' the 
irrational dictates of “crass casualty” and the irresponsible 
whimsies of pure chance. That this wayward Destiny, 
this arbitrary Fate, this frightful Predestination, presented 
itself to his profoundly Jewish mind as the inescapable 
WiU of the Almighty doesn’t alter the situation. 

“It is stronger than we,” as Homer is always sighing ; 
and mortal men must fain adapt themselves to a world and 
take the wisest course they can in a world that is of Its 
making and not of theirs. 

It is all very well for those who prefer to drug them- 
selves with die heady Byzantine love-fumes of the Fourth 
Gospel and there to forget the Outer Darkness that was so 
frequendy on die lips of Jesus, to make attempts to soften 
the arbitrary fiat of God. St. Paul rushes resolutely upon 
die horns of the great dilemma, and comes to die same 
conclusion as the Book of Job, a conclusion which hberal 
commentators are boxmd to find more crushing than 
consoling. 

Nay but, O man, who art thou that repHest against God? 

Shall the thing formed say to him that formed it, ‘Why hast thou 
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made me thus > Hath noti,the potter power over the clay, of 

the same lump to make one vessel unto honour, and another 

unto dishonour! 

St. Paul is not only a Jew of the Jews ; he is also a very 
subtle logician after the Greek manner ; and to the clever 
theological apologists who make so much of man’s entire 
freedom of choice he is prepared to retort, in his demonic 
determination to face the worst, “therefore hath he 
mercy on whom he will have mercy, and whom he will 
he hardened!.” 

The truth is that the attempts of the Fourth Gospel to 
reconcile the love of the Father with the atrocities of this 
world and with the fate of the damned are swept aside 
by the uncompromising intellect of St. Paul. Like 
Dostoievsky’s Idiot before that Picture of Pain in the 
house of Rogojin, he recognizes that there are aspects of 
life diat make it hard to beheve in the goodness of God. 
Willing, as he says, to be a “castaway” himself if only 
his stubborn fellow-Israehtes could be saved, and accept- 
ing the dark background of God’s, arbitrary Will as a 
System of Things from which there is no escape, he turns 
away from this ultimate tragic riddle to make all he can 
of the mercy and pity of “the Christ” in his own heart. 

He becomes, to all practical purpose, a worshipper of 
Jesus in place of the arbitrary and incalculable Father. 

He becomes, in faa, as many of us are driven to become, 
a devotee of Prometheus against a pitiless Heaven. After 
dropping his plummet into the obscure ways of the 
Ultimate Being, he sums it all up in a sigh of resignation, 
and concludes on the note of hope left him, “But we have 
the mind of Christ.” 

Reading St. Paul in the new and independent spirit I 
am trying to capture, as if he were some freshly discovered 
oracle of our human destiny, I find I can concentrate upon 
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his cult of Christ without sufftring th.e qualms of con- 
science that the usual tricky special pleading about “the 
love of God” stirs up within me. 

There are passages, indeed, in his writings where his 
trust in his crucified Prometheus mounts up to such an 
ecstasy of victory that the dark horrors of that ultimate 
arbitrary will are swept away, and a huge wave of uni- 
versal reconciliation tosses up the very silt of the abyss into 
the hght, and Christ with the whole creation in his heart 
loses himself in the cosmic mystery into which he is 
diffused; till “God” — ^but a very different “God” from 
the one who “has mercy on whom he will have mercy 
and hardened! whom he will harden,” and a still more 
different “God” from the Johannine Love-Circle floating 
on the black waters of the Abyss — ^“becomes all in all.” 

Such is, I think, what an ordinary reader from Venus 
or Mars would feel if presented with our New Testament. 
He would, if he were a moral Being, be horrified by the 
Lind of Deity indicated in this book, especially when the 
ferocities of die Wrath of God are vividly contrasted with 
such a hot-house of metaphysical love as we get in the 
Fourth Gospel. It would strike this planetary sense of right 
and wroi^ as a monstrous obliquity that a Being should 
wilfully create such a wretched thing as humanity, endow 
it with a miserable simulacrum of free will and then 
savagely proceed to foredoom the whole of it save for a 
favotued remnant, a remnant which itsdf must receive 
this unfriir gift in the spirit in which it is given. 

And our reader from Mars, or his eardily representative, 
if he is an ordinarily intelligaat individu^., will find the 
“wailing and gnashing of teeth” of this New Testament 
far more obnoxious than anything in the Old. He will 
loathe it in the parables of Jesus, with these Lords of 
Banquets and Vineyards doling out their rewards and 
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ptaiishments, since all is their own to do with what they will, 
and when he finds it in the neo-Platonic Fourth Gospel, 
like those old pictures of Hell undarlying the glory of the 
Saints, he will suffer a bitter reaction against the whole 
system. The magical beauty and mysterious truth of 
Christ’s spiritual revolution — ^the human values of twenty 
thousand years blown sky-hi^h — ^will be found to consort 
very badly, indeed q.ot at with this background of 
vengeance. 

“But,” it may be said, “if om: sins dont lead to un- 
quenchable fire, why this world-shaking scheme of salva- 
tion i If we take away the wailing and gnashing of teeth, 
what is this huge apparatus of redemption for ?” 

It is into the heart of all these tenebrous and poisonous 
paradoxes that St. Paul — ^and St- Paul alone of all the 
New Testament writers — plunges up to the neck. The 
aesthetic instinct of St. Luke, with its power of turning 
everything into ritual and romance, manages on the whole, 
in both his great works, to dodge these logical atrocities. 

But the mind of St. Paul was as savagely honest as 
Nietzsche’s. Nothing of the moral monstrousness of the 
behaviour of the Creator escaped him ; but he was caught 
in a trap of Uving and burning teeth. The Lucifer in him 
was for ever confironting the Aposde in him; and the 
desperate attempts he is always making to “justify the 
ways of God to Man” are contorted by an inflexible 
integrity that faces God’s conduct to the bottom and finds 
it, as William Cowper did, so dark and horrible, that 
“that way madness Hes.” With a demonic and demiurgic 
mind like St. Paul’s, it was impossible that he should not 
make half-unconsdbus changes in all he touched. He 
changed the nature of Jkus. He changed ihe nature of 
the Gospel of Jesus. He changed — I speak in the deepest 
revermcc— the nature of the. Holy Ghost, 
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It is no use mincing matters/in a thing that affects the 
unseen roots of our whole psychological and pathological 
Hfe. St. Paul, and St. Paid alone, created the Christian 
religion. 

And when you consider how all we Western nations 
are, willy-nilly, soaked in the undertones and overtones of 
his thot^ht — ^unbelievers often more completely than 
believers — ’it does seem queer that so many intelligent 
people can bring themselves to pass him by as a neurotic 
fanatic, temperamentally unftir to womai, and a slavish 
advocate of blind submission to “the powers tftat be.” 

To get the true perspective on the greatness of ihis man, 
we must grasp his terribly uncompromising and realistic 
attitude to the God of Jesus, compared with the meta- 
physical Trinity of St. John. How dose to the actual life 
we know, how close to the pluralistic cosmos of living 
things around us, all so tragically subject to chance and 
change, are the passionate utterances of St. Paul compared 
with the abstract remoteness to earth-life of the famous 
be ginning of the Fourth Gospel ! 

And if there hangs about ms conception of the Creator 
a sense of sinis ter arbitrariness absent from St. John’s thin- 
blown airy bubble of divine Emanation, wc must re- 
member that his feeliug for “the whole creation, groaning 
and travailing in pain together until now,” is a truer 
response to terrestrial life as we know it. For what, after 
all, in our experience of life, is more constant than the 
pressure of inscrutable and arbitrary Chance ? Substitute 
for the predestinating God of St. Paul, creating some to 
salvation, some to perdition, the actual godless umverse 
around us, and what do we find ? W^e find the dark fetes 
of heredity, the dark fetes of environment, the dark way- 
wardnesses of circumstance and acddent tossing us here 
and there, dividing the lucky ones from tihe unlucky ones, 
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the well-constituted from'tthe ill-constituted, with just the 
same unfeimess, just the same abysmal “pathos of differ- 
ence,” as if we were in the hands of Him “who can do 
what he pleases with his own.” 

We have, indeed, only to substitute for St. Paul’s 
“Hand of the Potter” the equally wanton vagaries of 
Chance, to find the whole conditiori of affairs, the whole 
System of Things, to be the same in both cases. 

St. Paul’s vision of the inherent and eternal ityustice of 
life reached beyond the death of the body, Whereas, 
Heaven be thanked, our modem view of this colossal 
unfairness refuses to look beyond the grave. - 

But if Chance damns us and saves us at her despotic 
pleasure while we five, why shouldn’t she — or her brother 
the Deity — damn us and save us with the same arbitrari- 
ness when we are dead? This proud-humble Roman 
citizen, with his Jewish traditions and his Greek culture, 
got hold of the sayings and claims of Jesus long before 
they were neo-platonized unto the rounded circle of 
metaphysic that inspired Dante and anticipated Hegel. 

And for that vety reason what we get in St. Paul is no 
nebulous metaphysic of redemption, but something much 
more real and hving and moving. Coming firesh to the 
personality of Jesus on the open highway, so to speak, of 
this huge and troubled world, St. Paul took me mad 
<haos as he found it and nailed his desperate soul to the 
cross of a Christ who was in a large measure his own 
invention. For St. Paul’s Christ is not the fairy Christ of 
the mediaeval ballads. For that Christ we have St. Luke 
to thank, who was the poet of the new faith. St. Paul’s 
Christ is the Christ in our hearts. 

Neither St. Luke nor St. Paul invented Jesus, the son 
of Mary. His sayings, his gestures, his contradictions, 
paradoxes, tmdemesses, angers, carry the unmistakable 
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Stamp of a real and living perlon. But when we come 
to the Christ of the Ages of Faith, when we come to that 
enchanted figure, whose form like a fairy king glimpsed 
through rose-stained glass still walks, barefoot and bleed- 
ing, over the bitter wasteland of the world, it is to St. 
Luke our thanks are due. 

But while St. Luke surrounded that human form with a 
glamour that can never die, the divine form of Jesus, the 
Christ who has become the “God within our breast,” 
his way of life, his inmost spirit, his power of changing 
the heart, this is the gift of St. Paul alone. 

What a destiny, to have created the object of the wor- 
ship of nearly two thousand years and the God from the 
essence of whose spirit, as Goethe said, the human race, 
having once attained it, can never sink back ! 

People talk gHbly of the Christian rehgion; but the 
truth is there are many Christian rehgions. The Jesus of 
the first two Gospels has been as the magic day out of 
which these varied gods of our Western world have been 
moulded. 

From St. Luke’s poetic gaaius there did undoubtedly 
flow around the Lord’s figure an unequalled grace and 
charm, a baUad-hke simpHdty, which is beyond the 
touch, as it was outside the temperament, of St. Paul; 
but it was St. Paul and not St. Luke who made possible 
that passionate psychology of our faith, by which the foiry- 
tnle Christ of the mirades and the sayings can be appropri- . 
ated by our inmost spirit, can “live in us,” and seduce 
our will to his will. 

And how different is that other Christ, the Christ of 
the neo-platonic Fourth Gospel! Here, in place of a 
psychological infiltration, adapted realistically and in rich 
detail to the mad chaos of our troubled earth-hfe, we 
have a mystical metaphysic, large and cool and detached, 
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a divine iridescent bubblfe of magian “love,” that floats 
serene above the pain and die tumult. 

What makes St. Paul’s Christ the true Christ for a 
wounded world is the fact that he is, above everythinp; 
else, a psychological experience. He can obsess a man’s 
soul, he can tdce possession of a man’s spirit, he can 
dominate a man’s mind and -will and heart. St. Paul’s 
Christ is not only a Christ for saints and mystics. He is a 
Christ for all perplexed and troubled minds who have 
sensitive consciences and a bewildered nostalgia for a 
larger life. But he is, none the less for that, a Christ for 
those who imderstand the meaning of the significant 
phrase “cosmic emotion.” 

St. Paul’s Christ is so real a Presence that in our planetary 
sense-impressions, in our consciousness of the dumb pain 
of Nature, of the dumb yearnings of the lower creatures, 
of the tragic burden of the desolate astronomical spaces, 
he becomes a living figore-nead of the actual stream of 
evolution. The cruel Manichaeism of Puritanism has, 
it is true, by a distortion of St. Paul’s desperate struggles 
with his rebellious nerves, turned his heroic psydhology 
into a bleak pathology, and made a gloomy parody of 
his self control. 

But the distance such Puritanism has moved firom 
St. Paul’s real spirit can be proved by the absence firom 
its cult of the very caitre of St. Paul’s life ; I mean his 
definition of agape. Puritanism has always been a revar- 
sion to St. Pam s avengic^ God, and a recession firom his 
“mind of Christ.” 

Let us come boldly to the real point. What St. Paul 
has actually done is to use the God of predestinating 
arbitrariness and unpardonable 'wrath as a representation 
of .our real background, those blind motions of chance and 
of pitiless fote against which humanity has to strt^gle. 
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To put it blundy, what St. Pa-ftl has done is to substitute 
for the worship of the dark irresistible God of the ultimate 
unfiumess of existence, a new Promethean god of magical 
heroism and infinite hope. Here, then, is die importance 
of St. Paul to us modems. For though some may find 
the idea of the Trinity a thrilling metaphysical speculation, 
a speculation with an appealing Hegelian “secret” in it, 
in the 6ce of the atrocious insanity of so mudh of our 
earth-life it has become hard to take it seriously. 

It is, of course, the height of siUiness and ignorance to 
make vulgar sport of the Trinity, as some rationalists do. 
The Trinity is nothing if not rational. It is a triumph of 
subde reasoning. Few human speculations have a HveHer 
philosophical interest. It has, no doubt, deep meta- 
physical significance.' But in our actual straggle with 
pain and weariness, in our desperate moral tensions, in our 
crucial contests to attain some kind of psychic harmony 
within ourselves, such a logical abstraction, however 
mathematically correct, is too remote to be of prac- 
tical use. 

The pressing need of all of us in our hves is some kind 
of living redemption, some wellspring of vital power, 
some fount of spiritual resihence, some secret of axdur- 
ance ; and this can be no more afforded by a metaphysical 
theory than it cm be supphed by an algebraical equation. 
There have always been mysti<^ natures for whom this 
emanation-theory of the origin of the cosmos has a 
provocative app^ ; and when sUch a theory came to be 
quickaied, as it is in St. John, by an apotheosis of Christian 
love, this appeal was naturally heightened. 

But it is only for the few, only for a special type of 
refined intelligence remote from the m^s of men, that 
such an appeal is overwhelming. To come to the realistic 
psychology of St. Paul, to come to his m^cal penetration 
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into the secrets of life and the secrets of the cosmos, after 
these metaphysical orgies, is like coming to the writings 
of Dostoievsky or Nietzsdie after those of Plato or 
Plotinus. The greamess of St. Paul is seen in his constant 
awareness of the world-pain. His Christ is the redeemer 
not only of the human race but of the whole creation. 

Looking round him at that crucial epoch in our race’s 
history, his pessimism and his pity extended to the suffer- 
ings of all living things, yes ! to the long-endurance and 
dumb patience of the whole conscious and sub-consdous 
universe. 

F6r the earnest expectation of the creature waitedi for the 
manifestation of the sons of God. For the creature was made 
subjea to vanity, not willingly, but by reason of him who hath 
subjected the same in hope. Because the creature itself also 
shah be delivered from the bondage of corruption into the 
glorious liberty of the children of God. For we know that the 
whole creation groaneth and travaileth in pain together until 
now. 

In mdancholy contrast with these grand and universal 
words — ^for St, Paul was, of all men, the most subject to 
moods of narrowness, blindness, gracelessness, vidous 
lapses from “benevolence and righteoumess” — am com- 
pelled to make mention of that unworthy passage when 
he is insisting upon his oflBdal right, as a professional 
agitator for Jesus, of bdng spared the necessity of working 
with his hands, a formal privilege of which, as he con- 
stantly reminds us, he has never taken advantage ; any more 
dkn he has taken advantage of “the power to lead about 
a ^ter, a wife, as well as the other apostles.” 

It must have been in the forensic urge of this boasttul 
vein fbat he blundered into the following graceless remark : 

For it is written in the law of Moses, thou shalt not muzde 
the mouth of the ox that treadeth out the com. Doth God 
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take care for oxen ? Or saith li?- it altogether for our sakes j 
For our sakes, no doubt. '' 

While I am upon the subject of St. Paul’s lapses it is 
impossible to forget the ferocious and narrow orthodoxy 
in which we first encounter him, a devOish orthodoxy 
firom which only the shock of a blinding supernatural 
vision seemed able to deliver him. His savage Pharisaism 
was, however, of a very different temper firom the con- 
ventional liypocrisy that so maddened Jesus, and in his 
self-lacerating integrity he is perpetually dragging the 
shame of it info his letters. There was, however, apart 
firom his morbid shrinking firom what to-day we call sex- 
equality, and apart firom his extremely perverse attitude 
to women, one occasion — ^at least so it looks on th’e face 
of it, though the thing has been differently explained — 
when there was something like a recrudescence of the 
old hot-headed violence. The occasion was, it is true, a 
moral rather than a doctrinal one, and the guilt in question 
was of die sort that, in the laws of Moses, is punishable 
with death. 

It is commonly reported [be writes to the Corinthians] that 
there is fornication among you, and such fornication as is 
not so much as named among the Gentiles, that one should 
have his Other’s wife . . . For I verily, as absent in body, but 
present in spirit, have judged already, as though I were present, 
concerning him that bath so done this deed. In the name of our 
Lord Jesus Christ, when ye are gathered together, and my spirit, 
with the power of our Lord Jesus Christ, to deliver such an one 
unto Satan for the destruction of the flesh, that the spirit may 
be saved in the day of the Lord Jesus. 

Now I confess it is difficult for me not to catch in diese 
words the sinister tone of a mediaeval ecclesiastic, handing 
a culprit over to the secular arm and possibly even to the 
stake. This “destruction of the flesh that the spirit may 
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be saved” is about as dangerous a precedent as could well 
have been inaugurated ; and I daresay many a torturer of 
sex-criminals and heretics has salved his conscience with 
these wicked words. 

To give our passionate letter-writer, however, the full 
benefit of the doubt, it would be unfeir not to quote a 
very striking passage that comes later, in the Second 
Epistle to these same immoral Corinthians. Here — ^and 
it is hard not to use that indignant and yet endearing 
eiqpletive addressed so often in Homer to a god-like 
personage behaving queerly, and incontinetitly cry out 
to him “Ddmoni^ !” — ^he utters these cinious words : 

For out of much affliction and anguish of heart I wrote unto 
you with many tears. . . . Sufficient to such a man is this 
punishmoit, which was infficted of many. So that contrari- 
wise ye ought rather to forgive him, and comfort him, lest 
perhaps such a one should be swallowed up with overmuch grief. 

Now doesn’t it rather look as if this command to fijrgive 
were written in reference to the man who was to be 
“delivered unto Satan” ? And what a dramatic story of 
those queer times in that unstable Corinthian society does 
this singular incident suggest; some elderly convert, 
maybe, taking to himself a beautiful young wife, possibly 
some Aphrodite-worshipping Greek niald, between whom 
and his grown-u^ Christian son an irresistible attraction 
springs up ! Let s hope that it was this same son who is 
now to be forgiven, and let’s hope, too, that there weren’t 
as mmy feminine tears shed over, this transaction as were 
shed by the anxious and troubled onlooker in Rome! 
His praise of the “powers that be” is, I confess,. a little 
disturbing too; but he must have met some Roman 
officials more honest than Felix and Festus; and, after 
all; he had the authority of Jesus, for separating religion 
and politics.. 


188 



SAINT PAUl 


My graver readers must pardon these digressions, which 
are not as irrelevant and wanton as they appear, for I am, 
as St. Paul would himself say, “straitened” in my con- 
sdence to gather together the very worst diat can be said 
against him, so that his grand demonic genius may stand 
out in due proportion from a thoroughly realistic founda- 
tion. I confess that when I came to that passage about the 
ox treading out the com and to this other one about the 
amorist who was to be handed over to Satan for the 
destruction of his flesh, I had a strot^ reaction against 
St. Paul. I must also admit to something of the same 
feeling, though in a much less degree, when, in trying to 
read him with as much detachment as my imaginary 
Martian, I came upon the remarks about “foolish jesting” 
and the recommendations to “teach and admonish each 
other in psalms and hymns and spiritual songs,- singing 
with grace in your hearts to the Lord.” 

I thkik it must be certain memories from the Waverley 
Novels diat these words bring back, that peculiar “jargon 
of edification,” h one might call it, in the wild preachings 
of the old Co vmanters ; for of a truth that particular kind 
of puritanical eloquence, especially in the lowland dialect, 
seems to parody me exact tone of St. Paul ! 

And the psalm-singing “saints” of Cromwell’s armies, 
too, who made England into a theocratic dictatorship, 
quote St, Paul when they’re not appealing to “the sword 
of the Lord and of Gideon.” 

But there is another side to all this. St. Paul is always 
passionately advocating a particular way of life ; , and 
when one thinks how easy it is for any of us who are 
serious in our desire to live what the Greeks called “the 
Good Life” — to live, that is to say, as Goethe taught, 
im ganzen, guten, schonen — to faU into priggish and “high- 
brow” intellectualism, it seems unfrir to blame this 
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desperate advocate of a^ ecstatic spiritual cult for his 
dislike of empty fiivolity, and his placing “singing with 
grace in your hearts to the Lord” over the jaded sports 
and bawdy futilities of the passing show. 

To reach a fairer perspective in regard to the man’s 
intense seriousness, we must forget its unhappy connection 
with the puritan tricks of speech, which, after all, is a 
surface-resemblance, and link it with other, more gracious 
schools of “the Good Life,” such as the initiation into the 
classic “Mysteries,” or the cults — ^no doubt equally liable 
to faE into preciousness and priggishness — of the followers 
of Pythagoras in ancient days, or of Goethe, Matthew 
Arnold, and Walter Pater, in more recent times. I know 
it is a far cry from St. Paul to Goethe and. Walter Pater; 
but there is no doubt that in the man’s passion — ^and he 
was a true foUower of Socrates as well as of Jesus there- 
for the cleansing of the inside rather than of the outside 
of the cup he anticipates the aesthetic catharsis of which 
these great advocates of personal culture make so much. 
If he avoids becoming what the Hindus call a “guru,” 
that is to say a teacher of mental yogi, he indicates in no 
half-tones the wisdom of acquiring a power over one’s 
most casual thoughts. 

In regard to the simpler pleasures of the senses — ^take 
his constant references to “meat and drink” — ^he reg^ded 
the hberty of “the mind of Christ” as a plenary absolution 
from all ascetic scruples. But if other men were fiissy 
about such matters, he was all for humouring them, 
propitiating them, being indulgent to their w»k con- 
sciences, to die furthest limit. ; 

I know, and am persuaded by the Lord Jesus, that there is 
nothing undean , of itself, but to him that esteemeth anything 
to be undcan, to him it is undean. But if thy brodicr be grieved 
with thy meat, now -walkest thou not charitably. ... It is good 

iS)o 



SAINT PAUl 


neither to eat flesh, nor to drink wine, nor anything whereby 
thy brother stumbleth, or is oflended, or is made weak. 

la fact, St. Paul’s philosophy in its immense inward 
liberation is the extreme opposite to anything puritanical ; 
but he is far too subtle in his spiritual charity to be in- 
tolerant even to the intolerant. With the most malleable 
agape he is prepared to flow hke water, like air, into all 
men’s souls, and with a demonic detadunent to become 
“all things to all men.” 

At the same time, over his ovm thoughts, when he is 
not propitiating others, he practises continual vigilance. 
Like Goethe, when he first crossed the Alps, he feels that 
“earnestness alone makes life eternity” and that the malice 
of negation is a mere waste of time. What our habitual 
thoughts are when we are alone, that, and nothing less 
than that, is what we are. 

Whatsoever things are true, whatsoever things are honest, 
whatsoever things are just, whatsoever things are pure, what- 
soever things are lovely . . . think on these things. 

,And how magnanimously he frees himself firom pro- 
i&ssional jealousy of other gurus in the great Tao ! “For 
all things are yours ; whether Paul, or ApoUos, or Cephas, 
or the world, or life, or death, or things present, or things 
to come ; all are yours ; and ye are Christ’s ...” 

It is the puritans who have ruined the influence of this 
great free spirit, this teacher of the magical power of 
agape over the cosmos. As with Walt Whitman, St. 
Paul’s philosophy is entirely a thing of tone, temper, 
mood, and spirit, not a system of negative rules and 
regulations. So much is this the case that a large part of 
his letters is full of desperate implormgs that this “Hberty” 
of his should not be turned, by ill-balanced minds, into 
an excuse for wild debauchery. 
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The Pharisee in his teftiperament is indeed constantly 
put to it to rake up all maimer of specious arguments — 
jdguments that by no means always hold water — ^to find 
any justification at all for ordinary morality in the rush and 
torrent and tempest of this disturbing Christ in his soul. 

If only it were possible to detach one’s mind from 
both the orthodox and die rationalist attitude towards 
him one could move easily enough firom the secret of 
St. Paul to the secret of Homer. 

AH the supremely great writers of the world have much 
in common. St. Paul is the most subjective of them all, 
Homer the most objective; and yet what poet more 
definitely daan Homer conveys to us that aesthetic select- 
iveness advocated by St. Paul in that passage about con- 
centrating our mind on “lovely” things in place of 
tilings base, mean and vulgar? Why, it’s the whole 
Homeric way of regarding life, this trick of forcing the 
mind to concentrate on the unique and mirac^ous 
grandeur of tiie simplest objects, evaits, and people. 

Take that magical passage where Proteus tells Menelaus 
his future fate — ^the happiest fate of any individual in the 
whole Iliad and Odyssey — ^and the poet describes the son 
of Atreus walking back to his ship along the sands, 
“pondering darkly many things in my heart as I v?ent,” 
and note hcfw those heightened Homeric epithets for 
everything he sees and does fell exactly into the vein that 
St. Paul tells us his aga;^e follows, that is to say into a 
concentration upon the “lovely” aspects of our experience 
rather than upon the base, the fiivolous, the malicious. 
The night that fells upon him is “ambrosial,” the dawn is 
“rosy-fingered,” the sea is “divine,” the ships are 
“shapely,” and the river is “heaven-fed.” 

To say that these “honest and lovely” descriptions are 
what we call “fixed” epithets only proves my point. 
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Why are they fixed i They are fixed in. an unconquerable 
will to heighten life to the very end ; to heighten it through 
every misery and every disaster, to heighten it, in other 
words, to the tune of this very same aesthetic catharsis 
recommended by St. Paul. 

Nor is the huge and heroic spirit of the pantagrueHan 
philosophy so very different, though the things there that 
are “honest and lovely” extend, I admit, to a somewhat 
wider drde. But if you want proof of how all the 
world’s supremely great writers say the same thing, glance, 
I beseech you, at Rabelais’s prologue to his First Book, 
and observe how his praise of Socrates would apply to 
St. Paul ! “With the countenance of a fool, boorish in 
his apparel, in fortune poor, unhappy in his women, unfit 
for dl offices in the State . . . memly carousing with all 
men . . . with matchless learning, invincible courage, 
inimitable sobriety, certain contentm^t of mind . . . 
and an incredible disregard of all that for what men 
commonly do so mudi watch, run, sail, fight, travel, toil 
and turmod themselves.” 

The subject of this present book is the greatness and 
power of certain books ; and I think it is not irrelevant to 
consider for a moment the significant fiict that all the 
greatest books of the world — seams judicat orbis terrarum 
— are books, as Wilham Blake would say, of Imagmatioh 
rather than of reason or knowledge. The books of know- 
ledge, that is to say of Sdaice, serve merely as steps to 
other, newer books of knowledge, which in their turn are 
superseded. But nothing can supersede the books of 
Imagination, because they partake of the original life-force 
that is for ever re-creating the human soul from the 
eternal centre of the System of Things. 

In our conventional, hypnotic, and slavish worship of 
Science we are to-day licking the dust, as originals like 
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Charles Fort and Benjamui de Casseres hesitate not to 
remind us, in front of a new Juggernaut Car, while the 
new orthodoxy is just as maHgnandy inert as the old in 
its attempts to sidetrack the creative force. 

Bow down before the Outward, bow down before 
the Real, bow down before the logic of “Facts,” the new 
orthodoxy commands. But those of us who stiU read the 
books wherein the mystery of life speaks to the children 
of life refuse to bow down. Instead of this we turn back 
to Homer, to Rabelais, to Goethe, to Dostoievsky, to 
St, Paul. 

And the truth of the philosophy of St. Paul, when you 
return to it freely and freshly, is found to be based upon 
his own very deep and very subde adjustments to an 
astounding psychological discovery; and what I would 
like to suggest here is that the essential secret of his view 
of the universe and of human happiness m the universe 
would hold good, even supposing we could know for 
certain what, of course, we never shall know, namely that 
there is no hfe at all for us after death. 

St. Paul himself declares roundly that if there is no rising 
from the dead “ Christ died in vain and our frith is vain” ; 
but as has happened so often in the history of human 
thor^ht, a great spiritual genius is driven to open up 
immortal vistas of mental and emotional life from the urge 
of personal convictions which later generations cannot 
share. Such an exploded conviction in this man’s case 
was his unwavering belief in the near approach of Christ’s 
Second Coming ; while another was his absolute certainty 
with regard to our survival of death. The idea of the 
resurrection of the body and the frith that we shall share 
in the resurrection of Jesus were beyond doubt the urge 
that made it possible for hiin to axdure what he endured 
and preach what he preached ; but the marvel of his 
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ins%ht into human psychology Hes in the fart that even 
were he mistaken in the second of these assmnptions, as he 
has been proved by the lapse of time to have been mistaken 
in the first — ^for Christ has not yet come back to estabhsh 
his kingdom — ^it still remains that the main drift: of his 
way of life, his grand secret as to how to get the best out 
of Hfe, is as vital and potent as ever. 

What I am now spying would, I admit, excite St. Paul 
himself to furious indignation; he would cry “Ana- 
thema!” and lay his curse upon my head. But even as 
he himself, upon a not-so-very different point — ^that is to 
say upon changing the emphasis of his Christ — ^withstood 
St. Peter, so it may be necessary for a modem believer in 
these mysteries to withstand him. 

“If in this hfe only we have feith in Christ we are of 
all men the most miserable.” 

Not so miserable, O passionate aposde, as we should 
have been if thou hadst not discovered the Christ at the 
bottom of every hving soul ! 

Far be it from me to close the sky-Hght of “hope 
against hope” in regard to another life, diat “other Hfe” 
in which Homer, Rabelais, Wordsworth, Dostoievsky, 
not to speak of Pythagoras, Socrates, and Goethe, all 
beheved; but I think a detached reader from Mars, 
surveying the situation from a calm distance, would see 
no reason why those among us who have chosen to close 
that sky-Hght should- be debarred from a psychological 
secret that illuminates this present life. I would even go 
further, and maintain that it is unfrir to Jesus himself to 
make the magic spell of his spiritual power depend on 
our certainty of another life. 

We touch here, indeed, the Bed-rock of the whole 
matter ; and I beheve one of the chief reasons why the 
startling philosophy of St. Paul is so grossly neglect^ by 
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what are supposed to be philosophical minds, is the fact 
that people have got into their heads the idea that it is 
impossible to separate him as a thinker from the rest of 
the Bible. This is one of those curious cases when so- 
called firee-thinkers are as much under the power of 
convention as the most dogmatic behever. 

Certainly we can separate St. Paul from the other 
writers of the Bible ! To feel that 5n intelligent person 
cannot appropriate to himself the most subtle psychological 
philosophy that has ever been projected by a human brain 
— a psychological philosophy that provided the Hving sap 
of aU Dostoievsky’s thought, and through him, by the law 
of opposites, of dl Nietzsche’s— just because the Church 
has petrified it and Nonconformity has perverted it, is as 
absurd as to turn from Homer because the price of his 
women was twenty oxen, or to turn from Shakespeare 
because he makes Jack Cade a bullying clown. 

Let us freely admit that St. Paul beheved that Jesus 
might come down from heaven at any moment to right 
the wrongs of the world. He had every excuse for believ- 
ing it, since Jesus evidendy beheved it himself. And let 
us admit that this behef in the imminence of the Second 
Coming gave an added poignancy to his thought. The 
urge behind any great human activity can surely be 
separated from the lasting value of that activity ? Because 
the poet Schiller couldn’t get his fullest inspiration unless 
he had a drawerful of rotten apples under his desk, no one 
feels that only through the inspiration of rotten apples 
can we get the good of Schiller’s genius. 

And what appHes to St. Paul’s belief in the Second 
Coming applies also to his belief in the Resurrection. 
St. Paul was a medium *all his days. He was once ‘ ‘ caught 
up, whether in the body or out of the body,” into “the 
Third Heaven,” where, as Rabelais puts it, he heard things 
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“rather to be concealed than revealed” ; and it would, as 
he passionately cries, have made him feel as if both he and 
his master were unpardonable deceivers, if people were 
converted on the strength of God “having raised up 
Christ, whom he raised not up” But in this sense every 
great poet and soothsayer since the world began has been 
an unpardonable deceiver; for the personal urge that 
hurled them into speech, and the particular craving behind 
that urge, have always overshot meir unassailable spiritual 
discovery. It is the great creative Nature herself, as 
Goethe says, it is the unfiithomable and mysterious Power 
behind the whole cosmogonic spectacle, who encourage 
in us these fruitful, these redeeming, these godlike illusions, 
and “woe to the man” — stiU. quote Goethe — !‘who 
seeks,” even from the highest motives, “to destroy them !” 

Science to-day has broken loose from all morahty, all 
humanity, all pity. It has become like Baal-Peor; and 
before its Saaed Groves of vivisection, and before its 
bombing and its gassmg, all flesh must bow. 

Science, of course, is a deadly enemy to the whole 
philosophy of St, Paul, just as it was — ^under the influence, 
as he says, of the star Wormwood — z deadly enemy to 
the philosophy of Dostoievsky, And as we kiiow it 
to-day, in its complete divorce from mercy and pity, it 
has set itself against the creative movement by which the 
spirit of man alone evolves. The torturers and the 
burners of the Inquisition were, as Dostoievsky points 
out, frr-sighted scientific statesmen, beginning the standard- 
izing methods by which the erratic Spirit of Life is 
* regim«ited and enslaved. 

The only evolution on.earth worth considering is the 
evolution of the human soul, that is to say of goodness 
and* mercy, things in which, I need hardly remind you, 
science is totally miinterested. It was against all the 
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science of Egypt that the God of 'Moses brought the 
Israelites out of captivity; and this captivity and this 
release is a symbol of the whole human drama. 

It does seem a fact that the mass of men are a Httle more 
pitiful and merciful than they were in the earlier stages of 
htnnan history. Has science produced this improvement 
in man’s character, this faint beginning of the most 
important thing in human hfe, a change of heart i I cannot 
think so. What has worked it then ? Nothing less than 
whatever Power it may be, whose voice speaks in the 
human conscience ; a voice that is accompanied — ^as Kant 
recognized — by the feeling that it comes from outside the 
whole astronomical universe ! 

Not science, then, but the inspiration of individual great 
prophets, the inspiration of Jesus, the inspiration of St. 
Paul, has worked this change, appealin^^ to the “stream of 
tendency that makes for righteousness,” in the conscience 
of the average man and the average woman. 

But though most of these individual soothsayers, whose 
magic influence, working upon the conscience of our race, 
has begun to evoke this evolutionary movement in the 
direction of mercy and pity, have themselves unquestion- 
ably believed in another life, is it not in full accordance 
with the ways of Nature and the ways of the unknovm 
power behind Nature that such prophets should have 
linked up their message with many limited and traditional 
beliefs, -with many optimistic certainties, that are not really 
of the essence of the matter i 
A great spirit, roused in the depths of his soul, stirred 
up m his creative imagination, feeling within him an 
overpowering sense of “Something flir more deeply 
interfused,” can hardly be expected to tone down and 
modify and prune and tame to the lowest terms of rational 
|jrobability, his terrific and dominating vision. 
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Jesus interprets the spirit within him as the voice of a 
divine Father, St. Paul as the presence of a living Re- 
deemer ; but the soil they sow with dieir seed is simply 
the predisposed consciences of aU the humble and unknown 
multitudes in whose hearts “the stream of tendency,” 
making for mercy and pity, already dumbly exists. And 
this tendency to be merciful and pitiful in a cruel world 
is not an abstract thing, it is a personal thing > and if those 
who experience it choose to link it up with some high, 
strange element of personality in the power behind the 
System of Things, who can contradict them ? 

For myself, I find it &r more difficult to conceive of the 
human conscience being produced by the casual rattling 
of dectrons in a cosmic mce-box than to conceive of the 
unknown power behind the universe containing within it 
something corresponding to personahty. 

But though the facts of the case suggest some psychic 
interplay of values between the consdeaace of man and the 
unknown power behind the universe, this is a very 
different thing firom a certainty that we, as human indi- 
viduals, will survive death, or that a God exists who will 
reward us for our pity and mercy. It is a very different 
thing ficom conceiving of the unknown, power as a 
personal Father as Jesus did, or as the cosmic begetter of 
an Eternal Saviour as St. Paul did. 

Every Western soul that has not been hypnotized by 
some passing intellectual fiishion, or some personal pre- 
judice due to puritanical upbringing, feels, I believe, an 
instinctive sympathetic response to the inspiration of 
St. Paul and the .inspiration of the Christ whom St. Paul 
half-discovered and half-created; but the response he 
feek is essentially a response to a fluctuating mystery, a 
vague emotional hope, not any optimistic certainty. 

As Goethe says, we Western races can never he quite the 
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same again after so many centuries of saturation in the 
words and feelings and emotions of this mysterious Christ- 
cult. It is indeed doubtful if we should have the fmt 
sense of mercy and pity that we have got now, and the 
faint conscience that we have got now about the wicked- 
ness of such things as slavery and vivisection, if St. Paul 
had never invented the religion of Christ. 

Save for St. Paul, it seems probable that only advanced 
students of what Spengler calls “the Magian Culture” 
would so much as even have heard of Jesus of Nazareth. 
But we have heard of him ; and the personality of Jesus, 
tr an smuted by St. Paul into the Hgure of Christ, has in 
a tiny measure, but still perceptibly — still with enough 
difference to be unmistakably noted m the delicate scales 
of historical psychology — changed our hearts. That miracle, 
which prophets have always said can alone bring relief to 
the misery of the world, that miracle for which trillions 
of starry nebulae whirling in gulfs of ghastly space have 
prepared the way, has already, although in a faint, frail, 
wavering measure, actually been worked. And a change 
has occurred, embryotic so far and dim as a shadow caused 
by a crescent moon, but a change so pregnant that all the 
wonders of science compared with it are Hke the turrets 
of the Tower of Babel. 

Christianity existed before Jesus. It existed before 
St. Paul. But it existed in broken facets and isolated 
aspects of its cMitral revelation. I think myself that there 
is more of the essence of Christianity in the Tao of Lao- 
Tze and of Kwang-Tze than in the more pessimistic and 
metaphysical teachings of Buddha; but there are un- 
mist^able elements of it in the mystical religions of all 
ages ; notably, judging from the dim traditions that have 
come down to us, in the Mysteries of Eleusis and those of 
the ancient Druids. 
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It is hard to believe that the psychic energy i£i Chris- 
tianity which seems to tap some inexhaustible fountain 
of cosmic consciousness has ossified and petrified for ever 
in the conventional orthodoxy of the day. It seems much 
more likely that so deep a force, so luminous and inspired 
a secret, will take new and startling forms. Indeed, as £ax 
as our economic order is concerned, the Christian passion 
for justice and mercy is already driving us to what looks 
hke a complete reorganization of human society. 

We have, of course, to face the &ct that in the personal 
temperament of St. Paul there existed elements of an 
almost insane ascetism. Temperamentally this extra- 
ordinary being had in him something that approached a 
ferocious Manichaeism. The piercing psychological in- 
sight of Jesus, manifested in such a sentence as, “Whoever 
looketh upon a woman to lust after her hath already 
committed adultery with her in his heart,” working upon 
some congenital sex-aberration in St. Paul’s excited nerves, 
and strained to the breaking-point by his grand illusion as 
to the imminence of the Millennium, reaches a desperate 
culmination in that wild anti-sexual howl of neurotic 
loathing : “It is better for a man not to touch a woman ! ” 
This vein in St. Paul, carried to its logical extreme, would 
amount to an impassioned advocacy of race-suicide ; but 
he is such an honest thinker, and so resolutely self- 
analytical, that he almost always qualifies these extreme 
sex-pronouncements by the humble admission that he is 
not speaking ftom ihe Christ in his soul, but rather from 
a rooted prejudice of a private nature. 

The first return to the actual text of the New Testament 
— ^kept, and for a sufficient reason kept, from the hands 
of the masses — ^was under the aegis of the Greek scholars 
of the Renaissance. The Reformation itself was mingled 
at the start with a revival, in writers like Luther and 

aoi 



THE PlEASURES OF LITERATURE 


Rabelais, of a huge and cosmic enjoyment of the senses. 
The morbid abuse of ascetism as well as the monstrous 
hypocrisy that followed in its train were mocked at by 
both Luther and Rabelais. It was later, with the fanaticd 
and militant puritans, that this anti-sex sex-aberration 
obsessed the nerves of evangelical Christianity. 

But the terribly searching psychology of Jesus lies 
behind it, and St. Paul’s personal prejudices, though he 
himself was too honest to give them an ex cathedra weight, 
are there to support it. Orthodox Christians are perfectly 
right when they accuse free-thinkers of being hostile to 
Christianity because it interferes with their sensual pleasures ; 
but I beheve myself that these anxious free-thinkers are 
as one-sided in dieir alarm as the orthodox are one-sided 
in giving them so good a cause for alarm. 

I have a secret notion that the next great religious 
prophet dealing with this mystery will, wmle tapping the 
spiritual genius of both St. Paul and of Dostoievsky, revert 
in a startling measure to the triumphant life-affirmation 
of Rabdais and Goethe and William Blake. 

After,all, there is no word more often on St. Paul’s Ups 
than the word “liberty” ; and if, in the tragic essentisds, 
his own nerves were so desperately ascetic, he is prepared 
to free his followers from every sort of meticulous and 
fussy scruple. 

The man’s organizing and inspiring power must have 
been terrific. The mystical Pythagorean circles he estab- 
lished — ^for his fraternities must have curiously resembled 
that ancient sage’s School — ^were certainly not pestered 
by too many rules and regulations. It is always to the 
spirit that, he appeals rather than to the letter ; and he 
evidendy combined such infinite “yield” and “give” on 
unessential points with such impregnable integrity on 
essential ones, that the occasions whai his authority was 
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de£ed by these neophyte-groups must have been very 
rare. 

A man who had subdued the most famous sorcerers and 
magicians of the Near East with a power more formidable 
than their own, a man who had fascinated King Herod 
and proved an insoluble problem to the craftiest of 
Imperial Governors, a man who had challenged the 
Jerusalem mob and had rebuked St. Peter, a man who — 
“whether in the body or out of the body God knoweth” 
— ^had learnt the secrets of the cosmos in paradise, a man 
who had been taken for a god from Olympus, a man who 
had bandied Socradc dialectic with the intellectuals of 
Athens, a man that Jesus himself had returned to earth to 
convert, a man whose own biographer was the best 
biographer of Jesus, must have been well able, for all his 
loathing of his own appearance and voice and manner and 
ways, to cope triumphandy with these new fraternities 
in these old Greek towns. 

Considering everything, the unseen playwright of our 
destiny couldn’t have chosen, as an inventor of the most 
progressive of human religions, a more perfecdy adapted 
person than St. Paul. And how well, from his self- 
exposing, self-lacerating, self-mocking spasms of sardonic 
“boasting” do we get his unique credentials as a superman 
directing the course of history for thousands of years ! 

This was one of his subdest psychological tricks ; to 
let himself go to the limit “as a fool” in his boasting, and 
then suddenly to turn on himself, and with a quivering 
vibrancy in nis tone which makes aU suspicion of puritan 
hypocrisy unthinkable, denounce himself as the lowest 
ofi^scouring of the earth ! 

But ironical as this “glorying in die flesh,” as he calls 
it, is, it is evidendy a part of his deepest selfconsdousness. 
With what- a tone he speaks of his native Tarsus as “no 
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mean city” ! With what a tone he boasts of being born 
a Roman dtizen, with what deep pride he declares 
himself a Pharisee, the son of a Pharisee ! 

Nothing in a man of genius is more evocative of world- 
shaking thoughts than the internal clash within his soul of 
diverse cultures, each with its own deep roots in the past ; 
and it is clear that in the soul of St. Paul an impassioned 
zeal for the most reactionary of Judaic traditions con- 
tended with a deep philosophic attraction to all the subtle 
mystical innovations of Greek thought. 

As a Roman citizen he possessed the pohtical firee- 
masonry of the whole civiUzed world, a thing that in 
itself must have given him the kind of inner assurance in 
dealing with dangerous situations that a certain class of 
cosmopohtan EngHshmen are supposed to possess. 

It certainly gave him an incalculable advantage in 
dealing with the extremely detached and legal-minded 
officials he was always encountering. St. Luke in the 
Acts, which is practically a Pauline Odyssey, closes his 
Hvely narrative with reassuring hints as to the freedom 
the apostle was given as a privileged prisoner in Rome ; 
and indeed the epistles themselves bear this out, forward- 
ing, as they so constandy do, “salutations” from many 
members, sometimes very high-placed members, of 
“Caesar’s household.” 

But Greek as he was in his culture, and Roman as he 
was, not only in his social status but in the habit that grew 
upon him of drawing so much of his spiritual imagery 
firom the martial accoutrements of the Imperial Guard, 
St. Paul remained, first and last, a passionately patriotic 
Jew. His zealous inborn Pharisaism is continually crop- 
ping. up. Indeed, the master-key to his emotiond life is 
the tremendous struggle that went on in his soul to sub- 
limate the restrictions of the Mosaic law and resolve their 
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negations, in harmony witii his exalted liberty as Christ- 
Bearer to the world. 

It seems nothing short of insane stupidity to refuse to 
appropriate to ourselves the fathomless spiritual subtleties 
of this man’s philosophy on the gromd that we cannot 
share, and have no wish to share, his belief in the Trinity, 
or his faith in the Second Coming. In all these things it is 
surely possible to get the benefit of the spiritual emotion 
and the spiritual method, without accepting the objective 
actuality of the supernatural events round which this great 
Mystery-Play is played. 

Talcing William Blake’s hint — and he was certainly no 
querulous agnostic — that the whole mythology of religion 
lies within the circle of the human soul, may we not make 
a deliberate separation of the Christ within us from the 
historic Jesus of the Gospels ? 

And following this up in regard to the First Person of 
the orthodox Trinity, may we not regard the ultimate 
Deity of St. Paul’s restitution of all things, into whose 
universal Being Christ himself is to be finally absorbed, 
as simply the unknown power behind the whole System 
of Things t 

Some rudimentary exj)erience of what has been called 
“Cosmic Consciousness’ has fallen to the lot of most men 
and women all the way down the ages ; and it is surely no 
&:-fetched conception to think of our individual identities 
as sharing in some small degree the universal life-conscious- 
ness of this Wordsworthian oversoul. 

Thinking of it in this way, does it not become legitimate 
to discover both the living Christ of St. Paul’s philosophy 
and the unknown mystery behind the universe as both 
present, in their varying degrees, in the depths of our 
individual soul ? We thus in our noblest moments respond 
to St. Paul’s Christ, because we are — even the basest and 
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most contemptible of us— nothing less, in our wretched 
measure, than this very same Christ ! And we respond 
to St. Paul’s inspired words about the final absorption of 
all Eves in God because we are dimly conscious that in the 
depths of us we are already part of that ultimate Being. 

In times of stress, in moments of bitter endurance, have 
we not the power of deEberately sinking down into this 
Christ, into this God, in the depths of our being > 
Something of this sort Emily Bronte must have felt 
when she wrote : 

O God within my breast, 

Almighty, ever-present Deity ! 

Life — ^that in me has rest. 

As I — undying Life — ^have power in Thee ! 


There is not room for Death, 

Nor atom that his might could render void ; 

Thou — ^thou art Being and Breath, 

And what thou art may never be destroyed. 

St. Paul is constantly using the word “spiritual” not 
only as opposed to the “carnal,” which is a most dangerous 
' and tricky antithesis, but as a spacious breath of liberty 
ficom legal restrictions. 

Why, then, cannot we take his Christ within us as 
synonymous 'with Emily Bronte’s “God within my 
breast” ? St. Paul, we must remember, had never seen 
Jesus. AE he had experienced on that road to Damascus 
was a bhnding Eght and the sound of a supernatural voice ; 
so that while it would have beaa impossible for St. Peter, 
for instance,- to transmute the human personaEty of the 
Jesus he had known so well into the “God within his 
breast,” such a transmutation was not only natural to 
St. Paul but inevitable. 
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It was, of course, only a partial transmutation, for 
St. Paul himself believed whole-heartedly that the Christ 
he felt in the depths of his soul was die spiritual presence 
of the actual palpable risai Jesus ; but after the lapse of 
nearly two thousand years isn’t it possible for us to take 
the one step further and apply the magical name Christ 
to the mysterious stirring of something in us which seems, 
as we experience it, to spring from outside the astro- 
nomical universe ? 

' It seems quite impossible for us now to do as the old- 
frshioned rationalists used to do and deny roundly that 
Jesus ever existed. The personality of the man, as St. Luke 
at any rate describes it, has the unmistakable marks of a 
real human character ; but it is a character fid! of wild 
contradictions, beautiful, bewildering, heart-breaking, and 
rather frightening, and so much the extreme opposite of 
that “sweet reasonableness” Matthew Arnold absurdly 
attributes to it, that it is hard to say in any detail what you 
would have to do if you came under its spell. It is true 
it is mudi more easy to imagine St. Luke’s Jesus as a Son 
of God than it is to imagine St. Paul in so mystic a r6le, 
but^r that very reason St. Paul is a safer guide for the per- 
plexed human conscience. He has such a genius for 
penetrating self-analysis — ^indeed no one but Dostoievsky 
has approached him in this — ^that it becomes easy in read- 
ing ms letters to detect the precise moral qualities in every 
spiritual particular of this Christ within us, this “God 
within our breast,” whereas in the case of Jesus we are 
troubled by our inability to reconcile one thing with 
another thing ; our inability, for instance, to reconcile the 
loving character of Jesus himself with the arbitrary 
despotism of his Father in Heaven. 

The truth is that the spiritual Christ, as St. Paul felt it 
in his soul, utters clearer oracles than the historic Jesus. 
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We learn exactly how it would act under the shocks of 
life, and how it would respond to certain moral situations 
and to certain human encounters, and with what verdicts, 
upon certain bewildering questions, it would clear our 
minds. That this Christ in St. Paul’s soul is a much more 
useful cosmic oracle and arbiter of conscience than the 
more wayward Jesus of the Gospels is undeniable ; but 
it is also undeniable that if Jesus had never Hved St. Paul 
would have never made his discovery of the Christ in 
his soul. 

And though it is the magical Fairy-Christ of St. Luke’s 
poetic picture who became the BaUad-Christ of the Middle 
Ages, the troubled and bewildered heart of man turned, 
even in the Ages of Faith, and has turned ever since, to the 
psychological Christ of St. Paul. And what is it that has 
made St. Paul the greatest god-maker who has ever lived ? 
Firstly his genius for psychology, and secondly his creative 
imagination. What in St. Paul our old-fashioned ration- 
ahsts would call illusion — and it is illusion — ^is nothing less 
than the uttermost crest of the evolutionary power that 
created man, feeling its way to create superman. 

And the path along which it is fumbling and groping, 
the path it has taken ■with such a drive of evolutionary 
force that it looks as if nothing could eventually resist it, 
is the last path in the world that the world would have 
expected ; for it is the path of pity rather than the path of 
power, the path of yielding rather than the path of con- 
tending, the path of renouncing rather than the path of 
acquiring, the path of becoming nothing so as to become 
everything ! 

Su<h and not otherwise was the creative “illusion” of 
St. Paul; such and not otherwise was the spirit -within 
him that he called Christ. 

And when, -with our pseudo-scientific catch-words and 
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our belittling modem jargon, we seek by the tricky 
process of renaming his emotions to discredit his con- 
clusions, we forget the sound pragmatic doctrine that the 
test of things is diat they should work. 

Now St. Paul’s inspired idea that in aU human souls 
there dwells a Christ has worked, and worked in a way no 
odier imaginative hypothesis invented by the brain of man 
has ever worked ! To it, more than to anything else, is 
due the only real progress that our Western hxunanity has 
made, a faindy-perceptible advance in pity and sympathy ; 
and this has been recognized aU over the world ; so that 
the human gesture of yielding in place of contending, of 
diffusing our egoism in place of asserting it, has taken to 
itself for all time the appellation of Christian. A Buddhist, 
a Confucian, a Mahommedan, a free-thinker, a positivist, 
an atheist, if he desired to define this particular human 
gesture, would be hard put to it to find a definition more 
concise, more expressive, than the word Christian'; 
though he would certainly feel in the face of the atrocities 
and hypocritical crimes committed by Christians that the 
word was somewhat elastic. 

And it is to this Christ in all human souls, whether we 
be noble Mahommedans or hypocritical Christians — for 
in this sense all souls are equal — ^that we owe what httie 
evolutionary progress has been in the last twenty-five 
thousand years. But before the appearance of St. Paul 
this mystery in the hmnan soul remained nameless. Jesus 
says, “If you do this or this for the weak and helpless you 
do it unto me.” But St. Paul carries this much further ; 
St. Paul carries it to the point of saying that when we do 
this particular thing it is not we who are doing it but “the 
Christ” in us. 

Analysing this diSerence to the very bottom, we cannot 
escape the issue that a merciful action done for the sake of 
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one who claimed that he would return to judge the world is 
a less Christian action in the profoundest spiritual sense 
than an action done simply and solely because something 
in our own soul couldn’t do otherwise. 

It is of the utmost importance to follow St. Paul into 
the very depths of our souls, analysing all we find, and I 
think one of our most curious discoveries will be the part 
played still by fear of Hell in our modem reversions to 
orthodox Christianity. But any acquaintance with St. 
Paul’s definition of agape will make it dear that such 
god-fearing people are further firom the “ mind of Christ” 
than the most Hvely fornicators. What we must therefore 
do is separate the spiritual psychology of St. Paul from 
what one might call his offidal creed. 

There has, of course, been plenty of vague rhetorical and 
ethical moralizing on the subject of imdoctrinal and un- 
dogmatic Christianity such as leaves our aesthetic sense 
and our imagination deadly cold. Certain eloquent 
preachers have for many years been endeavouring to 
substitute for the mysticd and sacramental traditions of 
the Church a kind of ghostly and not very moving 
humanism, a humanism that uses such expressions as 
“the Fatherhood of God” and “the Brotherhood of 
Man.” 

Why is it that this sort of thing kills the fire of the spirit 
&r more effectively than any Ph^asaic “letter” ? Simply 
because it is even further removed firom the concrete truth 
of things. It fills us with tedium because it is too ideal to 
touch the imagination. The idea of God being a loving 
Father plays very htde part in St. Paul’s spirituaJ.- passion; 
and ail id^ talk about the Brotherhood of Man is burnt 
up in an agape that indujdes the cosmic brotherhood of 
beasts and birds and fishes and angels and demons ! The 
first form in which God presented himself to St. Paul was 
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that of an arbitrary creative despot — a more formidable 
God than even that of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob — ^who 
did what he hked “with his own,” predestinating some 
“vessels” to eternal glory and others to everlasting perdi- 
tion; and whose “wrath” with the weak creatures of 
earth was only to be mollified by the crucifixion of the 
righteous Jesus. 

The second and totally different part played by St. Paul’s 
God is the purely cosmic one, according to which, in the 
final restitution of all things, he is the universal oversoul 
in whom the Christ in us is destined to be absorbed. But 
the true difference between St. Paul’s philosophy and the 
benevolent latitudinarian rhetoric to which I referred is 
the concrete reaHty, the electric and quivering reality, so 
close to the quick, of the circumstantial agape of which 
he is the prophet. 

The world we live in is so full of appalling cruelties and 
oppressions, some due to human wickedness, some to the 
development of science without a corresponding develop- 
ment of character, many, like the treatment of rabbits by 
weasels, inherent in Nature herself, that the idea of a 
loving Father being behind all this and responsible for 
all this strikes an unobsequious and healthy mind as a 
horrible and evil mockery. 

When you drop your mental plummet to the bottom of 
things and judge the Power responsible for so shocking a 
world according to our highest human values, it is hard to 
regard such a Power in any other light than as partly good 
and partly evil. Logically we must allow that it is to it 
we owe the surprising evolution of mercy and justice in 
our hearts, while it is also to it we owe the things which 
outrage that same conscience at every turn. 

The only other possible view, it seems to me, is to 
assume an extremely hidden, though entirely well-meaning 
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Power, Struggling with infinite slowness against terrible 
opposition, and for some mysterious reason reluctant to 
meddle with the ways of weasels, or the ways of science, 
or the ways of -wicked and foolish men. I say “reluctant,” 
because if it cannot meddle, or is forbidden to meddle, it 
obviously isn’t the supreme power ; or, if it be such, we 
are driven back to our first supposition of a primal cause 
di-vided against itself. 

The excuse for God usually put up by believers is the 
excuse used by Zeus in Homer, namdy that all the e-vil in 
the world is due to the firee -will of man. But this excuse 
hardly applies to the abominable sufferings of the animal 
world or even to the decidedly unpleasant things that go 
on in the vegetable world, so that even if the loving Father 
is to be acquitted over man’s misdeeds, he is stiU responsible 
for the clutch of the i-vry round the tree and for die look 
the rabbit turns to the sky before the weasel has finished 
•with him. 

Beautiful though the words are of the Paternoster taught 
us by the Jesus of the Gospels, we cannot forget the 
arbitrary and despotic tone of all those parables, nor “the 
wailing and gnashing of teeth” reserved for the enemies of 
the Fadier in Heaven. But where Jesus shows no uneasi- 
ness about the ways of God, St. Paul shows extreme 
uneasiness, going so far as to ask the pertinent question, 
“Is God then unrighteous?” And thor^h he answers 
himself wdth his fanuliar “God forbid!” the doubt 
remans; and we are spared the ironic mockery of a 
lo-ving Father dooming half his creation. The God of 
St. Paul is the mysterious and arbitrary Potter, not quite 
as evil as he is good, or no man could live, but darkening 
his purposes at any moment in the despotism of revenge. 
St. Paul’s God, in fact, though foUo-wing his master he 
calls him Father, is really the God of the Book of Job, 
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whose apologia, when he is finally driven to utter it, is the 
simple and primitive one of thunder and lightning. 

It was against this despotic Power and against no other 
that both Ludfer and Prometheus revolted. Jesus, on the 
contrary, accepted him fully and attributed to him his own 
qualities ; but, as we have already remarked, the back- 
ground of all the Gospel parables is the assumption of an 
irresponsible lord of banquets and vineyards and bridal 
feasts, who, like St. Paul’s Potter wim his “vessels of 
wrath,” does what he pleases with his own. 

The Homeric heroes are much less obsequious to their 
Zeus than we are — or at least than our orthodox grand- 
parents were — to this terrifying Potter of the New Testa- 
ment. ‘^SketlUr which apparently means “wicked 
one !” is the curse hurled constantly against Zeus by the 
proud adventurers in the Iliad and the Odyssey. 

But after all, Zeus, though powerful, was not all- 
powerful. There were definite limits to his despotism ; 
whereas the Father of Jesus was omnipotent. If such had 
been his pleasure he could have thrown his whole creation 
into the place of “wailing and gnashing of teeth.” 

It is Jesus himsdif who declares that such is the :fete of 
the enemies of God ; and though as the merdful Son of 
Man he did put a hook into the jaws of this Leviathan, the 
idea of such an appalling revenge upon unbelievers never 
seems to have shocked ms own conscience. 

It is, as a matter of &ct, the Christ of St. Paul’s god- 
inventmg genius, the Christ that St. Paul discovered in 
the human heart, and who* does exist in the human heart, 
who, in us to-day, rejects as unworthy and immoral this 
arbitrary “ Father” of the parables» "What the human race 
— ^as St. Paul’s Christ in its heart grows more Christ-like 
through the ages — ^has really done, is to expurgate the 
sayings of Jesus till the fear of “the wailing and the gnash- 
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ing” becomes a negligible motive compared with a certain 
deep planetary urge to enlarge your ego by yielding and 
sacrificing and diffusing its cruder self-assertion. 

Jesus struck the rock of man’s selfishness, and the Uving 
waters poured fijrth ; but it was St. Paul whose- Christ, 
that living fountain of mystery in the human heart, keeps 
the etem^ channel clear. 

It is, of course, open to the advocates of the cosmic 
power as a “loving Father” to ask the staggering question, 
“Whence comes this fountain of mercy and justice in the 
human heart, this mystery deified as the Christ by St. 
Paul?” Did the whirling electrons evolve it? Did the 
space-time of Einsteinian relativity produce it ? Does our 
vivisecting and bombing science know its secret ? Should 
we find it if we took the wings of the dove and flew to the 
last star of the Milky Way ? No, fliere is only one place 
to look for it, a place which, as Klant hinted, lies outside 
the categories of the senses, outside the circle of the whole 
astronomical universe — namely the depths of the ordiuary 
human soul ! 

But how did it get there? From what power, beyond the 
System of Things as science knows it, does this Christ 
in the heart proceed ? Well ! Once more we are back 
again at the old dilemma ; for human reason can do noth- 
ing but assume that this magic of mercy and justice, so 
totally alien to the ways of Nature, can only come from 
the sarne source as Nature herself, can only come firom the 
same unknown Cause, who is responsible for all the evil 
and all the pain. 

This being so, is it not the wiser course, is it not indeed 
the only course, to give up all attempts to worship the 
unknown power belund this good and evil cosmos and 
concmtrate our religious devotion solely upon the Christ, 
the God, as Emily Bront6 says, in “our own breast” ? 
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The arbitrary, predestinating, master-potter God of 
St. Paul is certainly more representative of the crass 
casualty of life as we know it than the loving Father of 
modernistic preaching. We are all confronted by the 
horrible “tragedy of difference” between one human 
destiny and another. 

That is how, as Shakespeare says, “the world wags.” 
Oiur forefathers recogni2ed this basic unfairness and named 
it the Will of God and bowed down before it. 

Nor is it very easy to blame them for so doing! 
What they saw around them was precisely what was 
revealed to them in the parables of Jesus, a Lord of 
the planetary Vineyard who could do, and did do, what 
he Hked with his own. Who could blame them for 
cringing ? Who can wonder diat William Cowper, and 
thousands of others with the same tender heart, wait 
mad? 

If from the lips of the Saviour himself we are warned 
about “the wading and gnashing of teeth” and about 
“the many called and the few chosen,” what are we to 
think ? St. Paul himself turns, in bewilderment from the 
dark despotism of the Father and comforts himself with 
the thought, “But we have the mind of Christ.” Yes; 
but the mind of Christ, the mind full of infinite mercy and 
justice, where is iti Is it in the words and parables of 
Jesus ? Only as one wild note among many other notes 
of the direcdy opposite sort. 

The mind of Christ, as St. Paul imagined it, was in his 
own heart, and from its lodgment thae it condemns as 
immoral and unpardonable the arbitrary despotism of 
that lord of the vineyards and the banquets. 

When I use the expression the “spiritual psychology” 
of St. Paul, I mean this inspired urge in him, in “the mind 
of Christ” in him, to reverse— just as the great Taoist 
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teachers do — ^all the well-coustituted and rational judg- 
ments of the world. 

For the Jews require a sign, and the Greeks seek after wisdom ; 
but we preach Chnst crucfied, unto the Jews a stumbling-block, 
and unto the Greeks foolishness. . . . But God hath chosen 
the foolish things of the world to confound the wise ; and God 
hath chosen the weak things of the world to confound die rbings 
which are mighty. And base things of the world, and things 
which are despised, hath God chosen, yea, and things which are not, 
to bring to nought things that are. 

Whexe, except in the Taoist writers, and in the esprit 
souterrain of Dostoievsky, can you find anything like 
that; 

“Things which are not!” What a demonic, what a 
vibrant, what a beautiful and holy and supernatural 
malice there is in that last word ! Well, “maUce” is not 
exactly the name for this particular vein of philosophizmg. 
There is no name for it I How should there be, when it 
is a completely new emotional discovery ; The beautiful 
and equivocal word agape is a parallel case. This magic 
word was adopted by St. Paul from his Greek authors and 
thai appHed;, as we all know, to every aspect of actual 
human life. St. Paul is not content to use the word in the 
mystical-metaphysical sense -iu which it is used — and to 
many of us so movingly and seductivdy used — ^in St. 
John’s Gospel. In his terrifying honesty and realism — 
qualities that must have been peculiarly disturbing to his 
neo-platonic fideads — St. Paul drives his Nietzschean 
dagger-point straight into the heart of the matter and 
defines dearly to what in his opinion this ambiguous, 
apocalyptic agape really amounts; and wEat it actually 
means in real life to be dominated by it ! 

If in our spiritual psychologizing, h la Dostoievsky and 
Nietzsche, we could get to the innermost secret of these 
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two extraordinary moods, moods whidi, except for that 
induced by martyrdom, seem the deepest within the whole 
range of human emotion, we should be in a better position 
to imderstand. what kind of a thing this Christian religion, 
invented by St. Paul, really was ! 

I think it only obscures the issue to drag in words like 
Sadism and Masochism in this connection. Our sex- 
feelings are of course at the bottom of everything ; and 
anything that is exciting, provoking, tantalizing, quiver- 
ing with love-hate and with nervous cemion, naturally 
rouses some sort of sex-feehng. But whether we are 
sexually exdted in a yielding, submissive, abandoned way, 
or in an ecstatic dominating way, dpes not make any 
difference to the spiritual result. 

The great thing is to feel so sexually excited by the 
abnormality of our defeat of “the world the flesh and the 
devil,” that one can, as it were, dance a wild dervish-dance 
in the interior of one’s soul in this weird triumph over 
natural self-assertion. 

Of course St. Paul had the huge and unparalleled ad- 
vantage of believing that it was by the magical power of 
God mat he brought about the triumph of the things tiiat 
are not over the things that are ; and in feeling this he was 
a true apostle of Jesus. Carrying certain moods of Jesus 
to die extreme li^t — ^as he carried everything to its limit 
— ^this extraordinary man struggled to dtange the actual 
nature of God. 

It had been the nature of the God of Moses to demand 
strange sacrifices of his worshippers, but the God of 
St. Paul, after a few hints from Jesus, comes to demand a 
complete reversal of all normal human values. Con- 
fronted by the tragic injustice and wanton waywardness 
of life, with only the impenetrably Unknown behind it 
all, the h uman race has never been able to do any better 
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than to mould this Unknown according to its own highest 
ideal of what is great and wonderful. 

It was great and wonderful in the days of Samson to kill 
your thousands — ^“heaps upon heaps” — ^with the jaw-bone 
of an ass ; but it seemed greater and more wonderful to 
St. Paul to toss aside all glorying in “benevolence and 
righteousness,” as Kwang-Tze would put it, and to take 
“me foolishness of God,” that is to say the apparent 
weakness of mercy and pity, and the diffiision instead of 
the assertion of the human ego, and to make of this the 
ultimate cosmic secret. 

That the demonic targe in his own character that led 
him to this had some strange sex-instinct behind it matters 
nothing, nor does it matter if, as he was driven on, he 
changed not only the nature of the unknown power 
behind the System of Things but even the nature of Jesus 
himself What we are concerned with is' his discovery 
of certain psychological secrets in the deep heart of 
man. 

It all comes from that source. Out of the soul of man 
comes the mind of Christ. Out of the soul of man comes 
this new revelation of the pmrpose of the Absolute. Out 
of the soul of man cOmes the wild ecstatic pleasure of 
reversing the old values, of cl^ging the body of the old 
corruptible Adam, as our apostle would put it, into the 
new spiritual body of immortahty and truth. "What we 
are concerned with is this great writer’s discovery of a 
new way of taking life, a way, though apparently weak 
and foolish, that is in reality stronger and more formidable 
than any other. 

And not only more formidable. More evocative, too, 
of those' thrilling wave-crests of mysterious happiness that 
seem to jet forth from the great cosmic sea. What matter 
if, in the supernatural malice with which the man turns 
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Upon his own “glorying in the flesh,” our modem 
pathologists can find what they call masochism ? 

We need no pathologist to teU us diat sex-emotion of 
some kind is bemnd every great philosophy in the world. 
The question is simply, as William James would remind 
us, does the thing worki To bring up against it all the 
horrible distortions and revolting hypocrisies of historic 
Puritanism doesn’t alter its inherent value. The abuses of 
the best — ^are we not for ever being reminded of that ? — 
are the devil’s own worst. 

And when- we turn firom this demonic and supernatural 
malice, directed against the well-constituted things of life 
as compared with their opposite, and come to consider all 
that St. Paul implies in his fiimous dithyramb upon agape, 
or “charity,” as our Authorized Version has it, we are 
confironted by something that is so concrete, so realistic, so 
satiirated with the dew of life, that it makes the gnostic 
declaration of St. John that ‘‘God is love” seem an 
extremely remote and metaphysical edio. 

And what appalling insight into the limitations of the 
heroic is shown in that startling and disturbing conclusion : 
“Though I give my body to be burned, and have not 
charity, it profiteth me nothing” ! 

The power of the mind over the body has been mani- 
fested not unfirequently in die long and tragic history of 
our race ; but in St. Paul’s case we have someUiing even 
deeper and more mysterious than this ; for we have the 
power over both mind and body of a spiritual force in tbe 
depths of the soul that seems to come straight firom a 
reservoir of similar force behind tbe whole astronomical 
world. 

And so terrific, so irresistible is this force, that it renders 
the soul completely indifferent to all the ordinary values, 
standards, superiorities of our normal life. And not only 
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indifferent ; it gives it the power of revelling in a strange 
exultation in the utmost ignominy, the utmost contempt, 
the utmost humiliation. 

Even unto this present hour we both hunger, and thirst, and 
are naked, and are bufieted, and have no certain dwelling-place ; 
and labour, working with our own hands; being rev3ed,'we 
bless ; being penecuted, we suffer it ; being demned, we in- 
treat ; we are made as the filth of the world, and are the off- 
scouring of all things unto this day. 

In other words, in the strength of this mysterious cosmic 
force in the depths of his soul, our gentlemanly Roman 
citizen felt able to go through the precise experiences 
which are the common lot of 3ie extremely poor all over 
our civilized world. 

St. Paul himself undoubtedly lived, as we say, “on his 
nerves,” rather than on any impressive quaUties of mind 
or body, and this he never let himself forget. 

That I may not seem [he writes] as if I would terrify you by 
letters. For his letters, say drey, are weighty and powerful, 
but his bodily presence is weak, and his speech contemptible. 

And what a magniheent blow to all phatisaic moralists 
and self-righteous ones is St. Paul’s absolutely true doc- 
trine of ihe desperate evil that exists in all of us ! And how 
deeply does this Dostoievskian discovery justify the sub- 
lime notion of the basic equaHty of all souls ; all equal in 
essence because all are — ^hnman ! 

There is something of the same mystery about this 
great man’s own especial nervous trouble, that there is 
about the terrifying malady that afflicted Swift. After 
letting himself go to the limit on the subject of his mystical 
trances, he pulls himself up with a desperate personal con- 
fession that must have cost himnot a ntde to make. 

For though I would desire to glory, I shall not be a fool, for 
I will say the truth ; butnow I forbear, lest any man should think 
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of me above that which he seeth me to be or that he heareth 
of me. 

Thus he catches himself up, thus he grows incoherent ; 
and indeed we fed that his Corinthian converts must have 
been as embarrassed and uncomfortable under such self- 
exposure as Turgeniev became when Dostoievsky began 
pouring out to him some terrifying Stavrogin-like 
confession. 

And lest I should be exalted above measure through the abun- 
dance of the revelations, there was given to me a thorn in .the 
flesh, the messenger of Satan to buffet me, lest I should be 
exalted above measure. 

It is hard to fed much doubt as to the general nature 
of this “thorn in the flesh.” It must sturdy have been 
some nervous aberration, quite possibly of a sexual kind, 
that it was impossible for the man to conceal for very long, 
and the nature of which may have been of a Idhd to 
contrast disgracefully, shamefully, even shockingly, with 
the spiritual trances in which he desired to “glory.” 

There is a pass^e in his letter to the Galatians that seems 
to me to refer to this “thorn in the flesh” ; audit is such 
a wild and extraordinary passage that if it doesn’t refer 
to a sexual aberration the mystery of it is indeed insoluble. 

Ye know [he writes] how through infirmity of the flesh I 
preached the gospel unto you at the first. And my temptation 
which was in my flesh ye despised not, nor rejected ; but received 
as an angel of God, evrai as Christ Jesus. 

What, in heaven’s name, are we to make of these wild 
and singular words, and how could any “temptation” be 
reedved “as Jesus Christ” ? 

All I can presmne to suggest is that some erotic peculiar- 
ity in him becamfe, when sublimated by his psychic 
intensity, one of the most urgent of the demonic (hiving- 
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forces that gave him the power to "become all things- to 
all men" for the sake of "the mind of Christ.” 

I feel it is a great mistake to disparage the value ot 
St. Paul’s psychological discoveries as to this mind of 
Christ, this secret cosmic force in every human soul, which 
can sublimate the most abnormal "temptations in the 
flesh” simply because the whole thing is connected with his 
personal feidi in a life after death. But altogether apart 
from his behef in immortality, there is another intimation 
of his which is to me of profound significance. I refer to 
his constant awareness of vast, unknown, spiritual powers 
about us, many of which are evil rather than good ; and 
not only evil, but evil in an appallingly powerfifl and 
majestical sense. 

We Westerners who have got rid of our ancestors’ 
belief in hell-fire and its population of damned souls and 
fallen angels, are, I think, inclined to underrate the possi- 
bility in so mysterious a cosmos, of invisible forces at 
work, call them what you please, that are powerful 
ministers of evil, and upon whom men of evil-will can 
draw just as those of good-wiU can draw upon the mind 
of Christ. 

Older races than ours, less "scientific” no doubt, but 
with a far longer experience in the possibilities of life 
upon earth, have never lost their sense of vast spiritual 
conflicts going on about us, in which willy-nflly we 
have to share. 

To Dostoievsky this awareness was as vivid as to any 
white magician in the monasteries of Tibet ; and St. Paul, 
whose personal encounters with several black magicians 
St. Luke has described so dramatically, lived at an epoch 
of the world’s history when all the invisible Powers, good 
and bad, seemed to be boring holes in the “flaming 
ramparts of the world” and inserting whispering-tubes 
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full of voices and portents wherewith to disconcert and 
discomfort the Lucians and Voltaires of that time. It was, 
in Dostoievsky’s own phrase, the grand age of the Pos- 
sessed. Rosicrucian societies, Egyptian cults, Byzantine 
Mysteries, Gnosticisms, Spiritualisms, Theosophies, were 
springing up in every direction. 

The “thick rotundity of the earth” was splitting. The 
world’s roof was leaking. The .heavens were spilling 
secrets that had been concealed “from the foundation of 
the world.” It seems natural enough and entirely in 
accordance with common sense that ages of faith should 
come and go in periodic cycles. The miraculous and the 
magical have always needed an atmospheric concentration 
of the emotion of masses of behevers. 

Faith, like science and like materialism, and probably 
with no less and no more justification, is a thing of 
fashion. A completely wdse man would allow both his 
fiiith and his un-faith to alternate freely in his soul. He 
would recognize, as Goethe did, that there is room for all. 
To catch the living dew of life’s actual and concrete 
reahty you need imagination as well as reason. It leads 
nowhither to confuse the two facets of the System of 
Things as our philosophizing physicists confuse them. 
Let matter remain matter and the soul remam the soul. 
It is possible enough that St. Paul is completely justified 
in his clairvoyant awareness of vast unseen forces about us, 
warring amongst themselves and using human nations as 
pawns on a planetary chess-board; and though our 
modem conscience boggles at the God of Moses with his 
slaughterings and bumt-offerings, and at the God of Jesus 
with his despotic favouritisms and his Outer Darkness, 
there is no reason why we shouldn’t respond most feehngly 
to words like these : “For we wrestle not against flesh and 
blood, but against principalities, against powers, against 

223 



THE PLEASURES OP LITERATURE 


the rulers of the darkness of this world, against spiritual 
wickedness in super-mundane places.” 

Indeed, the truth of these words is proved again and 
again both in Hfe and in literature. Compare Ae terri- 
fying subtlety of Dostoievsky’s idea of evil with the crude 
violence of Balzac’s wicked characters, the latter behaving 
like crocodiles and tigers, whereas the former are as subtle 
in their devilry as any satanic superman. It is when we 
use enough intellectual imagination to recognize ourselves 
in such persons as Peter Stepanovitch and Stavrogin and 
Svidrigailov, that we realize what an oracle of the con- 
volutions of the soul St. Paul was. 

But I have not yet touched upon the grand secret of 
this philosopher that makes it possible for us to use his 
method of Hfe to-day. I refer to what he is perpetually 
calling “the Hberty of Christ.” 

Now there are many forms of Hberty in this world, but 
none of them can give the individual human soul what 
this “Hberty of Christ” can give it. Every great spiritual 
experience has its corresponding danger. The moment 
you dig deep into any human heart the black' ooze of 
stagnant maHce gushes forth, mingled with the waters of 
Hfe ! No need to go to Blake or to Nietzsche for the 
Marriage of Heaven and Hell, This runaway match takes 
place every day in every hmnan heart. 

As with all deep thought, the grand peril of the Chris- 
tian reHgion is the peril of a desperate logic that leads to 
insanity. I don’t mean that there is any danger of our 
AngHcan bishops losing their wits or of our popular 
Nonconformist preachers rushing to hang dbemselves. 
But whai imaginative and highstrung spirits, tuned to 
frantic integrity, attempt to bring Sts Paul’s reHgion into 
their Hves, there is a terrible danger. A kind of auto- 
sadism springs up that uses the ideals of humiHty and 
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purity to poison the life-force at its root. To be a wise 
disdple of St. Paul one needs a natural, healdiy and 
incorrigible sense of humour, one needs a profone and 
unconquerable zest for Hfe. I would almost go as far as 
to say one should be a reader of Rabelais. The thing to 
do is to keep in mind St. Paul’s definition of agape, and 
to remember what he says about that “profitless” giving 
of your body “to be burned.” 

St. Paul’s rehgion is nothing if not a secret of abysmal 
exultation. If your diseased conscience, in its mania for 
“purity” and “iiumihty,” makes you unhappy instead 
of happy, if your reHgion is based upon a tragic feeling of 
being perpetually under the eye of an exacting God, you 
may be siure that you are not in touch with the great 
cosmic well-spring of joy that St. Paul calls “the hberty 
of Christ.” 

St. Paul’s religion is a religion of secret ecstasy, not of 
auto-sadistic humility. There is humility in it, but it is 
the humility of losing yourself in an outrushing cosmic 
sympathy, the humility of diffusing your ego, not of 
cruelly beating it down. 

It is not a rdigion of being pure and humble so as to 
get to heaven. It is a rehgion of finding your heaven here 
and now in the deepest secret of the cosmos. This differ- 
ence between the morbid and auto-sadistic humility of 
the false Christianity, the Christianity that is clerical and 
ecclesiastical — and, one fears, sometimes monastical and 
conventual too — ^and the humihty that is really saintly, 
can be tested by one infalHble test. 

The humihty and purity of these false Christians — ^and 
they are instihctively hostile to St. Paul and his unswerv- 
ing integrity — ^is a humihty and pxuity pursued from the 
Fear of God. Those wicked parables of Jesus, with their 
background of a wayward and irresponsible chctator, are 
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die sort of food upon which these false Christians nourish 
their gloomy self-torment. 

St. Paul alone among the New Testament writers has 
found out God, and along with his exposure of the wayward- 
ness of God has completely exposed the insane morbidity 
of these unhappy God-fearers. 

“If thou wouldst only save my feUow-Israehtes,” he 
cries, “let me be a castaway!” Is that the tone of the 
humble pure ones who think of their personal end and 
of their personal fiitiure to the exclusion of all else > The 
whole idea — as WiUiam Blake is always repeating — of 
the eye of the loving Father watching our thoughts so as 
to catch us out in pride and impurity is about the most 
dangerous idea for human sanity that has ever ^tered 
the brain of man. 

And what effect has it had in human history ? It has 
turned away the minds of pious men from the true business 
of real saints, which is, of course, giving up one’s money 
and one’s comforts and one’s prejudices and one’s worldly 
success, and in place of this has substituted an insane, 
abortive, self-cruel attempt to cut into cowardly little 
pieces “before the Lord” the two brave, gallant, reckless, 
natural, healthy, earthy impulses to which Life itself gives 
birth — ^self-respect and sex-desire ! 

Think of the disgraceful way our grandparents culti- 
vated purity while they doled out shillings to the poor 
they were robbing all the time ! This whole temptation 
to purity and huinility is due to the notion that the eyes 
of God keep watch over our thoughts and that at death 
we shah. faU into God’s avenging hands. But a true 
Christian who, with St. Paul, has overcome, as St. Paul 
did, St. Paul’s own temptation to deify purity and humility 
and is prepared, as St. Paul was prepared, to risk -being 
a castaway ft>r his tribe is a bird, as we say, of a completely 
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difierent feather. SdlfecontroUed he will be, and probably 
ascetic in many secret ways — ^for a guzzling and whore- 
mongering saint would certainly be a paradox— but one 
feels he would take this humihty-purity cult in a very 
feee and humorous spirit, while his agap & — ^which is an 
“enduring of all things” in an ecstasy of joy — ^would be 
a positive rather than a negative virtue. 

Rejoice in the Lord alway: and again I say. Rejoice. . . . 
For I have learned, in whatsoever state I am, therewith to be 
content. I know both how to be abased, and I know how to 
abound; everywhere and in all things I am instructed both 
to be full and to be hungry, both to abound and to sufier 
need. I can do all things uirough Christ which strengtheneth 
me. 

Doesn’t this outburst of stoical pride smack rather of 
Epictetus or Walt Whitman than of Thomas a Kempis ? 
One very subde test by which a person could discover 
whether his temptation to beat himself down into humility 
and purity is of Christ or the Devil, is to ask himself how 
he would feel about it if he knew for certain that there 
was no God and no hfe after death. 

It seems to me that though St. Paul would have uttered 
passionate protests about me misery of such desolation, 
he would have stiU gone on obeying the mind of Christ 
iu his own soul; obeying it in defiance of a bombing- 
and vivisecting sdence, hi defiance of the triumph of 
“the star Wormwood,” in defiance of “wickedness in 
super-mundane places” ; but I fancy the self-flagellators 
of “purity and humihty” would iucontinendy burst out 
into an orgy of lechery and pride. 

If orthodox behevers cry out upon me for my pre- 
sumption iu thus expurgating the doctrines of St. Paul and 
giving them a scope beyond his mtention, it must be 
remembered that St. Paul himself is gudty of doing that 
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very thing to the Laws of Moses. If St. Paul’s doctrines 
have their root, as I think they have, in the System of 
Things itself, they are bound to develop and grow, just as 
the human conscience beneath their influence develops 
and grows. 

But there is a most significant passage in the Epistle to 
the Colossians which entirely supports my view of the 
danger to sensitive consciences of this overstress upon 
purity and humility. 

That particular age was fuU of weird spiritualisms and 
morbid gnostic asceticisms. There must have been many 
sophisticated intellects in fliose semi-Greek Alexandrian 
circles who, in their reaction firom the brutal and jaded 
grossness of Roman manners and in their contempt for the 
crude indulgences of the crowd, gave themselves up to a 
fussy and finicking moral predousness that had in it 
nothing of the great cosmic blreath of Hfe springing from 
the Christ in all human souls. These dainty and fastidious 
devotees of humility and purity must have been as re- 
pulsive to the inspired and impassioned nature of our 
author as certain cults of our own day would be to 
a revivified Walt Whitman. 

Indeed, in his recognition of their portentous morbidity 
St. Paul coined an admirable word wherewith to dub 
them. He calls them “will-worshippers.” They were 
clearly false Christians of the sort one knows only too well, 
full of a craving to separate themselves firom the common 
herd, full of a puffed-up purity of their own, and seeking, 
in spiritualistic communion with “angels,” for some kind 
of a short-cut to salvation that would save them firom the 
difiicult path of charity. 

But let St. Paul speak for himself of the Christ in aD. 
souls as compared with these “will-worshippers” of 
humflity and purity. 
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Blotting out the handwriting of ordinances that was against 
us, winch was contrary to us, and took it out of the way, nailing 
it to his cross ; and having spoiled principalities and powers, he 
made a show of them openly, triumphing over them in it. Let 
no man therefore judge you in meat, or in drink, or in respect of 
an holyday, or of the new moon, or of the sabbath days ; which 
are a shadow of things to come ; but the body is of Christ. Let 
no man beguile you of your reward in a voluntary humility 
and worshipping of angels, intruding into those things which he 
hath not seen, vainly puffed up by his fleshly mind . . . which 
things have indeed a shew of wisdom in will-worship, and 
hunmity, ani neglecting of the body ; not in any honour to the 
satisfying of the flesh. 

This liberty of Christ in St. Paul’s sense is really a kind of 
spiritual magic. It certainly is no optimistic excuse for 
casual drifting or for luxury and excess. 

It is a deep intellectual detachment from all the rules, 
customs, habits, traditions, ceremonies, avoidances, which 
the instinct of race-preservation has allowed to petrify 
into a hard accumulated lava of god-fearing superstition. 
It is a moral temper that needs an inspired balance of mind. 
It is an extension of the principle, “the letter kiUeth but 
the spirit giveth life” to such an extreme point that it 
becomes a self-controlled antinomianism. 

Like all profound spiritual discoveries, St. Paul’s liberty 
of Christ — ^and here beyond doubt he is nearer the temper 
of the historic Jesus than in any other point — ^has lent 
itself to the maddest abuses and the craftiest hypocrisies. 
The man’s magnetic intensity in the most opposite direc- 
tions was so terrific that out of his doctrines — ^though in 
the spirit he himself followed them they reach an in- 
credible synthesis — there have arisen diametrically opposite 
abuses. 

From his furious reactions of passionate hatred for his 
own flesh, from his wild neurotic outbursts of loat h i n g 
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for all sexual pleasure, even for sex itself, have come no 
doubt some of our most desperate aberrations of puri- 
tanical cruelty. And on the other hand his impassioned 
advocacy of liberty firom all traditional moral restraint 
has resulted in the vocation of characters like that of the 
recendy murdered Rasputin. 

And yet what a thing this Hberty of Christ could be, 
as you catch the hints and glimpses of it in these amajzang 
letters ! It is, as a matter of fact, a strange return, through 
the medium of this great “inventor” of Christianity, to 
the prehistoric doctrines of the Chinese Tao, as Lao-Tze 
delineated them before he retired into the wilderness. 
Only an intellect of profound and almost Olympian 
detachment firom the moral traditions of our race, only 
an intellect capable of dealing with rehgious prejudice 
in the starding way Goethe, for instance, dealt with it, 
could have made practical use of this hberty of Christ 
in the manner St. Paul did. 

For it was on the strength of this that he became, in 
his own characteristic phrase, “all things to aU men.” It 
was on the strength of this that wi& what I call his 
“supernatural m^ce” he habitually exaggerated his 
infirmities, his weaknesses, his manias, his fooHshnesses, 
while flattering the virtues of his disciples to an extreme 
degree of fantastical subdety. He speaks of his letters 
being “terrifying” ; but they were never terrifying unless 
he was confionted by something that stove in the very 
bottom of his new religion. 

Short of that, he seems to have propitiated everyone he 
haet in a manner that must have been almost bewildering, 
and no doubt did lead to all maimer of fiital misunder- 
standings. His own absolute detachment firom normal 
human codes — ^all the more complete because of his 
reaction firom the extremest form of Pharisaic legalism — 
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gives an appearance of abysmal irony to some of his 
passionate appeals. But it is not irony in ^e ordinary 
sense, any more than what I have called his “supernatural 
malice” is malice in the ordinary sense. 

What he really maruged to do — this Roman n'tiypii of 
an Hellenized Tarsus who was yet a Jew of Jews — ^was to 
take his natural self, his individual self, his personal self, 
and turn it into an obedient appanage to lids spirit of 
Christ within him, a thing that we are compelled to rhinlr 
of as an immortal and undying, portion of whatever 
Power it is that hes behind the whole astronomical 
universe. 

No wonder he was so desperately certain of a life after 
death ! More than any man who has ever Hved — ^for we 
know the bloody sweat that it cost the more human Jesus 
to identify His will with the will of <he Father— this 
gladiator of eternity put off in his life-time his corruptible 
body and forced his mortal consciousness into obedience 
to an immortal principle in the universe. Proust, at the 
dose of his great work, defines what he calls “the Im- 
mortal Being” in all of us in terms of acddcntal moments 
of consdous sense-ecstasy ; but for St. Paul this Immortal 
Being is identified with the spirit of Christ. 

From behind the m^estic totality of the stellar universe 
this spirit of Christ enters every individual soul, bringing 
with it its own intimation of immortality, and bringing 
with it too a power so unfiithomable that a person recog- 
nizir^ it within him, and subordinating his nom^ 
individuahty to it, as if to a deeper personify within his 
ordinary personaHty, can be as foolish and weak and as 
nearly nothing as he likes, and yet can fed himself stronger 
than all the ' Thrones, Dominations, Prmdpalities and 
Powers of the invisible world ! 

Here we reach the crux of the whole philosophy of 
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St. Paul. This is with him what the doctrine of “Becom- 
ing” is with Hegel, and what the mysterious “Ideas” are 
with Plato. But the superiority of St. Paul’s “Christ 
within us” over the Platonic or Hegelian theories is that 
it is an emotional, practical, pragmatic, active thing. It 
is the Goethean “hrthe Beginning was the Act," as against 
the Platonic “In the Beginning was the Word” 

And though it is an active emotion radier than a state 
of Being, this Christ within us, as a unique way of taking 
life, closely resembles the Chinese Tao. Its strength is 
cosmogonic ; and yet it is weak and flowing and yielding. 
It resembles water as compared with the more sohd and 
aggressive elements. 

As I try to saturate myself in the precise spiritual nuance 
of what me man means by this mind of Christ, I find that 
there does unmistakably arise from his extraordinary 
expressions a vein of emotion hard for me to define 
except in the phrase “supernatural mahce” ; and if you 
press me to explain what I have in mind when I use this 
queer phrase, I can only answer you by a quotation from 
his own words. In these words no mteUigent person, it 
seems to me, can miss the quiver of an intensely personal 
emotion, an emotion that isn’t exactly sadism or masoch- 
ism, and that isn’t exactly irony, yet is certainly something 
that St. Paul’s correspondents, if they had any subtlety, 
must have deciphered with considerable embarrassment ! 

But one thing I want to remark upon before giving my 
example, and friat is, the indescribable help in analysing 
this “beyond-good-and-evil” emotion of St. Paul’s we 
get from the fact that when he talb of his mysterious 
agape we do know what he is taBdng about, for he has 
'defined it to the last ingredient ! 

Personally, I do not share the warm super-amorous glow 
which the mere sound of the syllable “love” calls up in 
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many breasts. I deeply regret the Revised Version’s use of 
this word in place of the Authorized Version’s “charity.” 
I hold that this sentimental substitution completely destroys 
the creative magical quality that St. Paul gives to agape, 
a quality diat makes it so perceptibly different from its 
metaphysical parallel in St. John. 

Both St. Paul’s celestial malice and his pragmatic agape 
quiver so intensely that it is hard to catch the moral 
colours of such tense bowstrings of the spirit. An elaborate 
history of “love,” introducing the diferoit meanings of 
amor, amicitia, caritas, as we meet them in life and religion, 
would be a help here. 

When people use the expression “the Love of the 
Saints,” for instance, do they mean the Hving agape of 
St. Paul, or do they mean the remote and metaphysical 
agape of the Fourth Gospel ? We are forced to admit that 
the magical power in St. Paul’s agape extends a good deal 
beyond our ordinary ideas of “benevolence and righteous- 
ness” ; else he could never have vmtten “If I give my 
body to be burned. ...” Shall we be going too far if 
we identify this agape with nothing less than the feeling we 
experience when we grow aware of the Christ in our 
souls f Is it not possible that mingled with the potency of 
a feeling so subtle that you could sacrifice your life in the 
most horrible manner and yet not possess it, there is of 
necessity, as its inverse side, as the defect of its peculiar 
quality, or, if you like, as the demonic aspect of its sublime 
energy, a certain tendency to a malicious exultation in the 
bewilderment, embarrassment, awkwardness, and mis- 
understanding it sometimes excites ? Anyway, it is from 
this particular quiver of the tight-drawn bowstring of the 
mind of Christ that I deduce the startling expression 
“supernatural malice.” 

But the reader shall have the promised quotation and 
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judge for himself; but as he judges let him remember 
once more both the fatal danger of regarding St. Paul as 
so sacrosanct that his holy and revered words must not 
be understood in any ordinary way ; and of regarding 
him as so false, so tricky, so perfidious a cleric, diat the 
whole thing becomes abracadabra and hocus-pocus. 

Try to imagine, reader, what you yourself would feel 
if your guru or spiritual director were to write to you 
after this fashion. 

Now ye are full, now ye are rich, ye have reigned as kings 
without us ; and I would to God ye did reign, that we also might 
reign with you. For I think that God hath set forth us the 
apostles last, as it were appointed to death : for we are made a 
spectacle unto, the worlct and to angels, and to men. We are 
fools for Christ’s sake, but ye are wise in Christ ; we are weak, 
but ye are strong ; ye are honourable, but we are despised. 

And again he writes : 

Let no man think me a fool ; if otherwise, yet as a fool receive 
me, that I may boast myself a little. That which I speak, I speak 
it not after the Lord, but as it were foolishly, in this confidence 
of boasting. Seeing that many glory after the flesh, I will 
glory also. For ye suffer fools gladly, seeing ye yourselves are 
wise. For ye suffer, if a man bring you into bondage, if a man 
devour you, if a man take of you, if a man exalt himself if a 
man smite you on the face. I speak as concerning reproach, 
as though we had been weak. Howbeit whereinsoever any is 
bold (I speak foolishly), I am bold also. Are they Hebrews ? 
So am 1. Are they Israelites ^ So am I . . . 

but all readers of the Bible will remember the wild 
catalogue of sufferings widi which, almost hysterically 
and certainly in a most im-Nordic manner, he concludes 
his “glorying.” 

There was certainly no mock modesty in this extra- 
ordinary person ; and one fancies that if it had not been 
for the imuence of that great physidan-poet, St. Luke, 
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these nervous swingings of the electric pendulum, between 
what he was by nature and what the mind of Christ made 
him, might have completely upset his brain. It was not, 
as the Roman Governor said, “much learning,” it was 
the struggle of an immense ego with an ego yet more 
immense that “made him mad.” 

When, indeed, he comes to his confession about “sin,” 
and his sense of “sin” and his escape from “sin,” we are 
reminded of William James’s profound psychological 
analysis of the way the soul has to descend to the depths 
before it can become “twice-bom.” 

But before quoting from his despairing outcries when he 
was struggling, without being able to tap the sacred fount 
within him, against all the evil in his nature and against 
all that he so loathed in his neurotic flesh and blood, I am 
anxious to justify out of his own mouth my substitution 
of the subjective Christ in the human soul for the objective 
Christ of the Gospels. 

A change of nature, a change of heart, that was what 
he cried out for, both in himseh’ and in aU mankind ; and 
it is what, in these menacing days, we cry out for stiU ! 
How often must he have gazed at the reflection of his 
strange physiognomy and loathed the sight of it ! 

So, and not otherwise, as Rabelais reminds us, did 
Socrates admit that his countenance carried upon it the 
traces of the grossest vices. Yes, it was out of St. Paul’s 
loathing for himself, out of his reaction against the evil 
in him, evil that the burden of the moral law only nude 
worse, that he was driven to dig down to this self below 
the self, this ego beneath, the ego. 

Here, indeed, was a passionate super-humility, but how 
heroic, how healthy, how entirely the kind of contempt 
for oneself likely to prove the perfect soil of a real vita 
nuoval Certain it is that those pure and humble “will- 
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worshippers” he talks of never loathed their features, as 
Socrates and St. Paul — ^both of them, I daresay, in the 
language of Paley, “more than suspected of the fotdest 
impurities” — so desperately did ! 

But listen to “the comfortable words” of our author’s 
bold indication as to where our escape from this Neitz- 
schean loathing of the human-too-human in us is to 
be found. 

Brethren, my heart’s desire and prayer to God for Israel is, 
that they might be saved. For I bear them record that they have 
a zeal of, God, but not according to knowledge. . . . For Christ 
is the end of the law for righteousness to every one that believeth. 
For Moses described! the righteousness which is of the law, 
that the man which doeth those things shall hve by them. But 
the righteousness which is of feith speaketh on this wise, Say 
not in thine heart, Who shall ascend into heaven ’ (that is, to 
bring Christ down from above) : Or, Who shall descend into 
the deep ? (that is, to bring up Christ again from the dead). But 
what saith it ? The word is nigh thee, even in thy mouth, and in thy 
heart. 

Here, then, is the secret of the whole matter. That 
change of heart, that vita mova, for which our human 
flesh bom of women yearns, can only be attained from the 
“God within our own breast.” 

This is the great “open secret’' that St. Paul disclosed 
to the world ; and any psychologist who wants to realize 
the huge increase in spiritual subdety that made it possible 
for Dostoievsky to drop his plummet into a deeper level 
of good and evil than was revealed, say, to Shakespeare, 
ought to |)onder on the passage in which thjs great 
“medium’ of the opposing forces shows how the irtere 
weight of traditional mordity — or of “the kw,” as he 
calls it— intensifies the possibilities of wickedness. 

I had not known sin, but by die law: for I had not known 
lust, except the law had said. Thou shalt not covet. But sin, 
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taking occasion by the commandment, wrought in me all 
manner of concupiscence. For without the law sin was dead. 
For I was alive without the law once; but when the com- 
mandment came, sin revived, and I died. And the command- 
ment, which was ordained to life, I found to be imto death. 
. . . For that which I do I allow not: for what I would, that 
do r not: but what I hate, that do I. . . . For I know that in 
me (that is, in my flesh) dwelleth no good thing: for to will is 
present with me ; but how to perform that which is good I 
find not. For the good that I would I do not ; but Ae evil 
which I would not, mat I do. ... O wretched man that I am ! 
who shall deliver me from the body of this death? 

Wliat would such a self-controlled sage as Confucius 
make of this mad cry ? But does it not ring out with the 
veritable howl of the birth-pangs of spiritual evolution i 
One thing alone proved strong enough to deliver him 
from the “body of this death,” and to this he certainly 
dung, as you might say, by the hair of its head. 

And by degrees the nemrotic body of Saul of Tarsus 
became an obedient medium for the secret cosmic magic 
he called the mind of Christ. And when this miracle had 
happened, how different was his tone ! He went about 
like a man drunk with some incaredible secret happiness. 
To be outraged, humiliated, derided, made, to look an 
idiot, made to feel he was nothing — ^such things became 
part of a wild exultant game. He could afford to let the 
moral conventions go. All things were lawful for him. 

, He could rally bis overwise converts in the divine ecstasy 
of his “foolishness.” An abysmal security took possession 
of him. He seemed to feel already the eternal return of 
all Hving things to the cosmic reservoir of the “mind of 
Christ.” 

For I am persuaded, that neither death, nor hfe, nor angels, 
nor prindpanties, nor powers, nor things present, nor things to 
come, nor height, nor depth, nor any other creature, shall be 
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able to separate us from the love of God, which is ia Chnst 

Jesus our Lord. 

And when we remember that, unlike the other apostles, 
St. Paul had never seen Jesus, and when we remember how 
.diferent is this Christ in the soul, which was his own 
psychological discovery, both from the personal Jesus of 
the first three Gospels and firom the mystical Jesus of the 
neo-platonic Fourth, we are in a position to take this 
objective, historic “love of God, which is in Christ Jesus 
our Lord,” out of the Hands of the theologians and put it 
in the place where it belongs, that is to say in the depths 
of every human heart ! This is indeed the open secret 
of all “men of good-wiU” firom the be ginning imtil now. 
This is, in St. Paul’s own language, “the mystery that 
was concealed firom the foundation of the world.” 

Not that the old troublesome, insoluble problem of 
the origin of evil, the old dark necessity that the God of 
a world like this must be evil as well as good, is settled by 
this conclusion. All we can do is to accept our intuitive 
feeling that this “God in our own breast” is in direct 
contact with something of a kindred nature behind the 
astronomical universe. This is what William James 
maintains to be the accompanying feeling that invariably 
follows the glow of agape in our hearts, and in the straigth 
of this feeling we can, I think, endure somehow, for it 
brings an intimation that at least there is war “in heaven,” 
just as St. Paul hints, and that the evil force is no more 
omnipotent than the good. Yes, it is no trifle, it is 
indeed a great deal, that this God within us, this Christ 
in the soul, is in touch with something kindred to it 
in the unknown background of all things, even if 
this “something” is only the good mood of a Being 
who, as my brother Theodore says, is nothing if not 
changeable. 
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But after all, it is something ; and it does seem to be 
k/jmd die tumult of this difficult world, not merely a part 
of its Heraclitean flowing away. Indeed, when you come 
down to the final issue — that is, when you are confironted 
by the question, Upon what should the soul depend when 
it has its back to the ultimate wall ? — ^it seems to me that 
if you follow St. Paul as he followed Jesus, that is to say 
m the spirit rather than in the letter, you will find your- 
self assuming a dualism at the bottom of things, find 
yourself depending indeed not upon the power that most 
men call God, for this power is anything but purely good, 
but upon something else, out there in the impenetrable 
darkness, that is made of the same stufi) as me Christ 
in our own soul ! 

It seems as if it were because, much more than with the 
other primitive gods, the god of Moses contained in his 
erratic and wayward nature a touch, a grain, a sprinkling 
of this “something” kindred to St. Paul’s spiritual Christ, 
that the Jews rather than the Romans or the Greeks have 
given us our religion. There must, one feels, be a kind 
of “natural selection” among rehgions ; and it would 
seem that the religion which is most active in mercy and 
pity and charity and all yieldingness will be in the end 
the most formidable. 

After all, the God of Moses did get a litde further than 
Odin or Zeus or Jove in these directions. At least he told 
the Israelites that as they had known what it was to be 
oppressed in Egypt, they ought in their turn to have pity 
upon the poor and miserable and upon the stranger within 
their gates. 

It is true that in Homer we have Zeus appealed to as 
the god of suppliants, but this falls far short of the feeling 
expressed once and again amid the hideous barbarities of 
Jehovah’s ways. Hannah, the mother of Samuel, for 
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instance, sings a song of exultation in the triumph of the 
weak that anticipates the Magnificat. 

The Lord kiUeth and the Lord quickeneth ; he bringeth down 
to the tomb and he lifteth up. . . . The Lord raiseth the poor 
out of the dust, and lifteth up the needy out of the dunghill. 
... He keepeth the feet of his saints, and putteth to silence 
the ungodly in darkness ; because not through power shall a man 
conquer. 

Zeus might avenge the suppHant at his altar ; but that 
the deepest place in the whole workshop of the cosmos 
should be kept for mercy and pity, this apparently de- 
manded the inspired moral sense of the house of Israel. 
But granting St. Paul his doctrine that our normal human 
nature is abysmally evil and that the urge to goodness in 
us has a supernatural origin, and granting further that 
this mysterious Christ in aU human souls is connected 
with some kindred “Christ-quaHty” behind the whole 
astronomical universe, the ticklish question arises. What 
is this thing’s “categorical imperative” here and now, in 
our brief human hves ? What, in fact, does it call upon 
our conscience to do i 

If we were followers of the Neoplatonic St. John, we 
should merely murmur, “Ama et fac quod vis” — “Love 
and do what thou wilt,” and let the rest go ; but being 
converts, however poor ones, of the less metaphysica 
St. Paul; we can only reply that the business of attaining 
this unfathomable agape is nothing compared with the 
difficulty of hving up to it when we have attained it ! 
Over and over again St Paul assures us that the one and 
only test as to whether we have the Christ in our soul is 
whether or not we display this mysterious agape. Well ! 
what were the signs of this mystery i One of its signs, at 
least in the eyes of the world, is that you will look a fool, 
an idiot, an imbedle, a weakling, and a crazy ass. 
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But being a fool in the eyes of the world is only an 
outward aspect of it, just as that curious exulting in your 
folly to which I presumed to give the name of “super- 
natural mahce” is only a by-product of it. 

As St. Paul defines it, this agape in the soul, which is 
the only proof we have that the Christ is there, is an 
extremely positive quaHty; and a quahty of which 
particular men and women quite definitely possess more 
or less. The passage is well known, but since it is the 
essence of the Christ in us, and since the Christ in us 
appears to be in touch with “something” behind the 
whole astronomical cosmos, I may perhaps be forgiven 
for quoting a Htde from it. 

Of course St. Paul isn’t the only founder of a rehgion 
in this world ; but I cannot resist a shrewd inlding that 
where Confucius or where Buddha or where Zoroaster 
or where Mahommed differ from his conclusions as to 
how to Hve in harmony with the Secret of the cosmos — 
that Secret which is to be found neither in the atoms of 
Democritus nor in the Space-Time of Einstein — ^it is they 
and not he who fall short. 

As Shakespeare hints, it is fatally easy to set the words 
of Jesus against the words of Jesus — “As thus, ‘Come 
little ones I’ and then again . . .” but when St. Paul rouses 
himself to define the nature of the Christ at the bottom 
of the human soul there is no ambiguity or self-con- 
tradiction. 

Though I speak with the tongues of men and of angels, and 
have not charity, I am become as sounding brass, or a tinkling 
cymbal. And though I have the gift of prophecy, and understand 
all mysteries, and ^ knowledge ; and though I have all faith, 
so that I could remove mountains, and have not charity, I am 
nothing. . . . Charity suffereth long, and is kind; charity 
envieth not ; charity vaunteth not itself, is not puffed up. Doth 
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not behave itself unseemly, seeketh not her own, is not easily 
provoked, thinketh no ew ; rejoiceth not in iniquity, but re- 
joiceth in the truth; beareth all things, believeth all things, 
hopeth all things, endureth all things. 

Now what is remarkable in this startling passage is the 
fact that this definition of the Christ within us is almost 
entirely positive. Save in the avoidance of envy, malice, 
and conceit, and of that gaping and brutal interest in 
“iniquity,” which is really, of course, a vicarious in- 
dulgence in it, this “white magic” of St. Paul’s is com- 
pletely positive. 

And how striking that there isn’t a word in it about 
sex or asceticism ! Nothing indeed proves the man’s own 
possession of this agape more than the fact that when it 
comes to sexual matters he is perpetually reminding us 
that he speaks firom a personal bias and not firom the 
Christ within him. 

It is clear that the grand revolution produced in his 
own soul by what he calls “the hberty of Christ” is the 
shaking off of the sense of sin, and, as he never fails to 
remind us, it was the “Thou shalt not” of the moral law 
that brought the sense of sin into the world. 

I want to imitate St. Paul in his Quixotic psychological 
honesty and avoid any tricks of special pleading ; but it 
does seem to me that his definition of this ultimate cosmic 
secret leaves a modem person as free firom the guilt-sense 
of sex-pleasure as any heathen heart could wish! It is 
clear that St. Paul himself was one of those neurotic 
anti-narcissists who have a curious loathing of their own 
flesh. He was a morbid Manichean in his ascetic hatred 
of all sex-pleasure, and I think he was specially abnormal 
in his shrhiking firom what he takes a lurid pleasure in 
calling “fornication.” 

But it is the man himself who makes it clear that his 
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frantic struggles to escape from "the body of this death” 
fell away like contorted vapours when once he began 
really to live according to the liberty of Christ. 

It is true that in die exultation of this escape he is 
perpetually catching himself up to remind his followers 
that such liberty doesn’t mean a carte blanche to live a life 
of debauchery ; but none of these negative exhortations 
— and after all he was a Pharisee of the Pharisees — come 
to us with that ecstatic blast of trumpets with which he 
announces his grand Discovery. 

And it must always be remembered that St. Paul, and 
St. Paul alone — in spite of that ugly rhetorical passage 
about the ox — connects, as the Jesus of the Gospels never 
does, man’s redemption by Christ with the “gro aning 
and travailing” of die whole sentient creation. 

The human passion for personal immortality from 
which so many of us suffer, and which some great modem 
writers, like Unamuno, have made the centre of their 
faith, is not the centre of the liberty of Christ that St. Paul 
advocates. 

He suffered from it himself. He makes that dear 
'enough in many passionate outcries ! He may evm have 
felt, in his savage honesty, and under the encouragement 
he got from that spirit-possessed age of sorcerers and 
mehums, that this was his chief motive. But motive or 
not, it is certainly not the dominant atmosphere, it is not 
the prevailing overtone, of the cosmic secret he disclosed. 
That atmosphere, that difiused hint, that pervading in- 
timation, is what comes now and again to all of us in our 
lives, and when it comes it is greater, it is larger, it is 
more mysterious, it is far more generous, than any des- 
perate craving of our frantic ego to live for ever. 

No one can define it, this intermittent breath of a 
strange impossible revelation that touches the soul as it 
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struggles on, “bearing all things, enduring all things” ; 
but, whatever its nature, one thing about it is certain, it 
extends beyond the circle of those precious elect for whom 
Jesus prayed. It extends far beyond that kingdom of 
heaven from the ramparts of which, as in the parable of 
Lazarus, the ransomed look down upon the eternal tor- 
ment of the damned. It extends beyond any New 
Jerusalem, beyond any Millennium, beyond any Second 
Coming ! It has to do with a cosmogonic struggle be- 
tween Powers whose reach includes the rocks and stones, 
the planets and stars, as well as “the poor creatures of 
earth.” 

And how does this intimation of somethmg larger and 
more mysterious than personal immorjahty reach our 
human soid, so cabin’d and confined within the senses ? 
Comes it by instinct > Is it an intuition ? Is it of the 
nature of that shock St. Paul himself received on the road 
to Damascus ? Or is it — ^and this seems a simpler explana- 
tion — ^the response of the Christ within us to the Christ 
without us? St. Paul has a tendency, doubtless drawn 
from his studies of Greek Gnosticism, to employ in this 
connection the dangerous word “spiritual,” and in no 
aspect of his philosophy does he grow unsounder than in 
his use of this fiital word. “Carnal” versus “spiritual” — 
ay ! how much tricky humbug, how much evangelical 
hypocrisy, how much odious obscurantism, has been 
covered up under the protection of this unlucky antithesis ! 

How salutary to meditate on Spinoza’s austere intellectual 
love of God after the orgies of loose thinking that this 
“carnal” versus “spiritual” has disgorged on me world! 
This is the tone to which I refer. 

I 

While we look (he writes] not at the thinK which are seen, 
but at the thin^ whidi are^not seen ; for the mings that are seen 
are temporal j but the thir^ that arc not seen are eternal. 
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This saitence fills one, somehow, with a queer misgiving ; 
and yet it would be precisely correct as applied to the 
conclusions of modem physics and mathematics ; and one 
recalls the lines — 

The doud-capped towers, the gorgeous palaces, 

The solemn temples, the great globe itself. 

Yea, all which it inherit, shall dissolve 
And, like this insubstantial pageant faded. 

Leave not a rack behind. 

“Carnal” and “spiritual,” “spiritual” and “carnal.” 
Alas ! through neither the one nor the other can we solve 
the problem of the evil of the world, or offer to its 
beyond-good-and-evil Creator His creature’s inteUigent 
forgiveness ! 

None can read the dark inhuman mind of the Power 
behind the cosmos. Does good and evil struggle in its 
heart, as in our own i For all we can see, it is totally 
inhuman, totally without pity or mercy, and yet, from 
somewhere out there, this Christ in our conscience must 
have come. 

But I am afraid it solves nothing to attribute these 
passing feelings we all have — ^feehugs to which Tennyson, 
to my brother Llewelyn’s sturdy disgust, gives the tender 
appellation of “the larger hope” — ^to the insight of 
“spiritual” people as compared with “carnal” people — 
Teimyson and myself, for instance, as against Lucretius 
and John Morley and brother Llewelyn — ^fbr the truth is, 
as Shakespeare could have told the apostle, the least of the 
real things we touch and see is as mysterious as all the 
Element^ of Paracelsus. 

The death-pangs of a fly on a pane are no less occult 
than the philosophical yearnings of Plato’s shadows upon 
the world-waU. Neither the one nor the other ofiers 
the least due to the unhearing, unapproachable ultimate. 
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The ways of God are dark and evil. The ways of God 
are clear and just. He is no different now than He was 
when He brought up the children of Israel out of Egypt. 

But in spite of His love for the fatal antithesis, “carnal” 
versus “spiritual,” St. Paul sums up our human destiny 
and its relation to the cosmos as well as it could be 
summed up. 1 

Our prayers cannot move God. Our reasonings cannot 
reach lEm. “For who hath known the mind of the Lord 
that He may instruct him ? But we have the mind of Christ." 
What then remains, unaffected by any argument, of the 
way of life, of the mystic Tao, taught by St. Paul ? 

But let us decide first of all what, under the pressure 
of our modem conscience — speak of our conscience, not 
of our reason — ^must be expurgated from St. Paul’s phil- 
osophy as we possess ourselves of its main trend. Surely 
in me first place all that blind and cringing worship of 
God which condones the atrocities of God’s world must 
certainly be rejected. Here, as Ivan Karamazov says, our 
conscience compels us to return Him the ticket to such a 
dastardly show. 

Then, it seems to my conscimce, stiU apart from reason, 
that there is something wicked and perverse in St. Paul’s 
maniacal revulsion firom sex and from all sex-pleasure. 
Our poor humanity surely needs every Httle “bonus” it 
can get firom Nature to keep going at all in this bitter 
world. Well! These are the two main aspects of this 
great prophet’s teaching which our modem conscience, 
aided enormously in its evolution by St. Paul himself, 
feels it imperative to rmounce : fust an uncritical accept- 
ance of the questionable ways of God; and then the 
iniquitous idea that sex-pleasure, apart firom the pro- 
creation of children, must be regarded as sin. 

But these two things, you vsml say,- are the heart of the 
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matter. I refuse to believe it ; and isn’t it an outrage to 
St. Paul’s grand discovery of the magical power of the 
mind of Christ in us that we should regard anything as 
the heart of the matter except this mysterious agape, this 
inspiration from the “God within my breast,” of Emily 
Bronte’s poem ? 

It surely only remains to bring out, as he himself has 
so eloquently done, the full implication of this inspiring 
presence. It is a natural presence, for it exists in every 
human soul; but it is also a supernatural presence, for 
it carries with it, as a universal feeling, the sense of Aere 
being something more of the same kind behind the whole 
astrononoical world. This “something more of the same 
kind” was, as I have said, the precise expression of William 
James, by far the most realistic of all modem thinkers ; 
and it covers the facts of the case without landing us in 
the fatal dilemma of a beyond-good-and-evil God. 

What may be the relation, behind the cosmos, between 
this “something” which answers to the “God within our 
breast” and the ultimate Pint Cause can well be left an 
insoluble mystery. All we are aware of, as St. Paul well 
puts it — “for who can know the mind of the Lord to 
instract hime” — is an unfathomable reciprocity between 
“the mind of Christ” in us and something, of the same 
nature, behind the electrons and the void. But the greatest 
impUcation, certainly the most important one at the 
present moment, is the equality of all souls in the free of 
this presence. 

Where sdoice has not merely friled the human race 
at the turning-point in its history, but has given it the 
power to rush effectively down the road to ruin, St. Paul’s 
mind of Christ in all souls comes to pur rescue, and it is 
the only thing that does come to our rescue. 

It needs litue imagination to extend the race-divisions 
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and. the dass-divisions of his epoch to those of our o'wn 
time. 

Having achieved the most difficult of all psychological 
liberations in his own soul, the liberation firom a race- 
morale to a human morale, he boldly proceeds to make 
this liberty' of Christ the supreme test in tbe struggle 
between good and evil. He was always uneasy in his 
min d about the waywardness of God in regard to the 
lucky Elect compared with tbe rest of h,umanity. 

For die children being not yet bom, neither ha'ving done any 
good or evil, that die purpose of God according to election 
might stand, not of works, but of him that calleth ;) ... as it 
is -written, Jacob have I loved, but Esau have I hated. What 
shall we say then 5 Is there unrighteousness with God ? God 
forbid. For he saith to Moses, I will have compassion. . . . 
Therefore hath he mercy on whom he -will have mercy, and 
whom he -will he hardencdi. 

Thus does this honest thinker torment himself over the 
mystery of those arbitrary ways of Fate or Chance against 
wliich one force alone in the visible and invisible world, 
one Prometheus alone, stands up and refuses to he 
“squared.” And with what an outrush of inspired con- 
viction does he proclaim the Secret that sweeps away all 
these distinctions, all these unfair differences ! 

For him there is only one thing that matters, one word, 
one power, one magic touch, that ends the intolerance of 
men and defies the unfairness of God. 

There is neidier Jew nor Greek, there is neither bond nor . 
free, there is neither male nor female, for ye are all one in Christ 
Jesus. 

Surely as one reads this passage it becomes possible to 
catch a high penetrating overtone, which, in St. Paul’s 
own words, belongs to the spirit rather than the letter. 
Matthew Arnold’s &mous “stream of tendency,” and 
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the sort of thing in Confucius that Kwang-Tze calls his 
“benevolaice and righteousness,” stops short— who among 
men doesn’t know that ? — at a certain iamiliar point. It 
is goodness, and it isn’t ecstasy — it is righteousness, and 
it isn’t rapture. 

But there are passages in all the supreme writers — such 
as when Alyosha Karamazov kissed the earth and wept 
in indescribable joy even though the corpse of his saint 
stank — ^which describe moments, sometimes in the midst 
of tragedy, sometimes in the midst of peace, when an 
awareness comes over us, penetrating the tough matter of 
the world, of a breath, of a rain, of a dew, of a relaxicg 
and dissolving, under which the hard familiar contours of 
people and objects melt, change, and transform themselves. 

Is not this the feeling caused by the rising to the surface 
of the Christ in our souls, as it finds, or fe^ as if it found, 
a nameless reciprocity, somewhere out there behind the 
harshness of things and the opacity of things ? 

There are passages of this kind amid the cosmic buffoon- 
ery of Rabelais. There are passages of this kind amid 
the tedious moralizing of Wordsworth. There are 
passages of this kind amid the wildest terrors of Dostoiev- 
sky. It is at once the apex-point of the whole long 
striving of evolution, and a reversion to the beginning 
of all thing s. It is what St. Paul calls “the expectation 
of the creature,” caught for a moment in a premonitory 
fulfilment. 

And St. Paul is surely sound in his psychology when he 
says that this “mal ting mood,” in its eternal recurrence 
in all souls, this finding of the beginning and of the end 
of ah things in a single moment of time, never comes to us 
when we are fuh of malice or obsessed with erotic desire. 
Erotic sensuality has its own raptures, and lucky are they 
who can eiyoy them, but they are very difieraat firom 
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the rapture of this fulfilment of all things, as St. Paul 
divines it. 

But, as Spinoza hints, between two desires it is better 
to follow the one that goes deepest and furthest, and it 
would seem as if the ecstasy that Alyosha experienced 
when he wept with joy and Hssed the earth, even though 
the corpse of his master stank, could never have been his 
had he been that day, like his father and his brother, 
desperately itching to dally with the irresistible Grushenka. 
To dally with Grushenka is a fine palliative to the burden 
of life, and an entirely legitimate one, but it is not life’s 
consummation. 

The value of these impassioned letters of St. Paul is 
no different from the value of those great inspired passages 
in Homer and Rabelais and Shakespeare and Goethe that 
lift up the whole life of man, whether death aids him 
not, to a dimension beyond the normal; but where 
St. Paul has the advantage of all these others is that his 
appeal is not to our intellect, or to our reason, or to our 
aesthetic sense, or to our blood, or to our race, but to 
what we share with every child of man “that openeth 
die womb,” that mysterious “something,” coming — ^for 
whence else can it come ? — ^from behind the whole System 
of Things, that finds in forgiveness and mercy and pity 
and magnanimity an exultation larger than space, older 
than time, and able to melt the very bones within us iti 
a feeling for which there is no name. 
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W HAT a huge and bleeding gap — ^like 
the extraction of an eye-tooth from the 
Figure of Time — ^would be left by the 
removal of Dante from the Literature 
of the World! 

Speaking in Spenglerian terms, though not to Spengler- 
ian effect, if Goethe is the supreme poet of the epoch that 
is now passing away, and Homer of the Sprir^-tune of all 
that we call Classical, Dante is the perfect culmination of 
the Middle Ages. 

It would be of curious interest if it were possible to 
apply a psychological questionnaire to the more intelligent 
among our Western youth of both sexes as to the precise 
and exact reaction of which they are individually aware, 
to these various world-genitises. 

One singular thing would, I believe, emerge, namely, 
that neither Rabelais nor Shakespeare seem as profoundly 
dated as these others. 

And the way we use the adjective “Quixotic” would 
suggest that the same power of seeing life sub specie 
etemitatis, that is to say, beyond all boundaries of any 
historic culture, belongs to Cervantes too. 

But Mhlton with his Protestantism, and Dante with his 
Mediaevalism, are dated ; though the miraculous vitality 
of the Catholic Church and her genius for adapting the 
Old to the New, not to speak of her subder metaphysic, 
gives the latter a tremendous advantage over the former. 
Passionate moralists like Carlyle, as well as most typical 
academic students, love to assure us that Dante’s spiritual 
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attitude to our human situation, his tragic recognition of 
the difference between good and evil, and of the infinite 
results of this difference, are things totally unaffected by 
the passing of time, totally unaffected by scholastic philo- 
sophy, and as essentially true to-day as they ever were ; 
but I believe myself that this, like so many resounding 
moral and academic generalizations, is a treacherous 
fallacy, in fact a lie. 

Cathohcs, at any rate, can hardly put their seal to this 
separation of Dante the moralist firom Dante the behever, 
holding, as they are bound to hold, that his view of the 
nature of good and evil are inextricably bound up with 
his whole system of thought, a system which, with a few 
scientific and historic modifications, or, let us say, a few 
changes of emphasis, remains the Cathohc Faith of to-day. 

What does remain unaffected by his mediaeval philo- 
sophy and his CathoHc Faith is his imaginative genius, his 
original and special way of reacting to sense-impressions, 
to the drama of history, to the phenomena of nature, to 
the mortal psychology of love and hate, and to that 
dangerous sex-nerve in human beings that is excited by 
cruelty. What would, in fact, remain the same had he 
been a free-thinker like Lucretius, with a philosophy 
completely hostile to all religion, is his unique personality, 
with all its peculiar attributes of deadly insight, exquisite 
tenderness, ferocious realism, savage disdain, imaginative 
intensity, sadistic cruelty, and above all, an ecstatic power 
of ideal love. In other words, you cannot become a 
disciple of Dante in the metaphysicd sense without becom- 
ing a CadioHc ; but you can become a disciple of Dante as 
a^poet and lover, and as the representative of a particular 
kind of imaginative response to life. 

For, though both tire metaphysical and the ethical 
elements in the Divine Comedy are in thdr profound 
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philosophical impHcations much more compHcated and 
elaborate than ’’the simple mingling of Platonism with 
Puritanism that inspired Milton ; and though they revert, 
through the subtle medium of the great scholastic thinkers, 
to Plato’s antithesis, Aristotle, who was to Dante as much 
“the master of those who know,” il maestro di color che 
sanno, as he has been, from Chaucer down to quite recent 
times, to the scholars of Oxford, few of us laymen can 
use them for our cruder and more casual-culture. 

Except for men who have been trained for the priest- 
hood in Cathohc institutions, ordinary book-lovers are 
neither learned enough, nor unafiected enough by Goethe 
and Dostoievsky and Nietzsche, to draw the inspiration 
of their secret Ufe from Saint Thonaas Aquinas and 
Aristotle. 

To speak personally, I confess to being much more 
influenced by the impassioned psychology of St. Paul 
than by any “maestro di color che sanno” in either 
classical or modem times. 

But putting aside not only what Dante himself derived 
through the Mediaeval Schools from Aristotle, but all that 
may have come our way in more recent revivals of such 
subtle methods of thinking, it still would seem that for 
non-Cathohc readers — ^and indeed for both Cathohc and 
Protestant readers who have not had a metaphysical train- 
ing — ^the best approach to Dante is to concentrate on those 
original characteristics of his vision from which we can 
ga&er plenty of weapons for an attack upon life and a 
resistance to hfe, such as would serve our turn if we were 
a Turk, an Infidel, or a Heretic. Try the experiment, then, 
reader — ^for you can easily shp back into your orthodoxy — 
of regarding Dante’s religious convictions, together with 
his whole elaborate cosmology, as a fascinating, if painful 
and shocking mythology. 
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Regard the victims of the “vendetta di Dio” as if they 
were merely the victims — ^as the classical Capaneus, who 
so infuriated Virgil by his blasphemous defiance, actually 
supposed he was — of the thunderbolts of a ferocious Zeus. 

Homer and Virgil have, both of them, given us descrip- 
tions of Hades, descriptions of which Dante is quick to 
take advantage whenever he gets the chance ; so that it 
is only a fair return, since he christianizes our mythology, 
that we should mythologize his Christianity ! 

The truth is, there is a grievous inadequacy about what 
might be called “the psycho-poetical” appreciation of 
Dante, by which I mean the analysis of his genius in 
connection with his psychological temperament. 

Digging down into the elements of his unequalled style 
— this “beUo stilo” which in a fit of passionate humility 
he swears quite erroneously, for it is entirely his own, he 
learnt from Virgil — it becomes possible to be so deeply 
influenced by his peculiar life-illusion that we can actu^y 
appropriate it to ourselves, and indeed make it our own, 
to sudi a tune that the humblest of book-worms may 
acquire the right to utter the passionate words : 

May the long zeal avail me, and the great 
love, that made me search thy volume ! 

But this secret of Dante, as applied to our ordinary and 
secular handlin g of life, is the thing that has been most of 
all neglected. To concentrate upon it' and to absorb it, 
we have to dear our minds of a deplorable burden of 
ambiguous moralizing by the Dante commentators, in 
fiict, one naight say, of pemidous moralizing. 

And of the worst and most dangerous form that this 
sort of thing has ^sumed, it is not so much Dante’s fellow- 
Catholics who have been guilty, m our own wdl-meaning 
Puritam. 
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John Bunyan believed in a material Hell, and no doubt 
die unhappy Cowper did, quite as definitely, if not more 
definitely, than Dante, and believed in it, too, without 
the enormous mitigation of Purgatory. 

Indeed, one cannot help thin^g that it is because of 
Purgatory, combined with a medicinal and casuistical 
metaphysic, that one seems more often to hear of Pro- 
testants than of Catholics going raving mad firom fear 
of Hell. 

Our mid-Victorian exponents of Dante, led by Carlyle, 
fell into the unfortunate habit of referring to him in a 
solemn tone of sanctimonious awe, to clear the air firom 
which it is certainly most salutary to turn to Voltaire, 
Goethe, Nietzsche, and above all, PLabelais. To every 
“well-created spirit” — ^it is Dante’s own expression — ^there 
is more magnanimous, humane, and, in the deepest sense, 
evangelical charity in any of the graver utterances of 
Gargantua or Pantagruel than in the whole Divine Comedy. 

But on the other hand, how poor a wisdom to refuse 
to saturate oneself in Dante’s “bello stilo” with its purged, 
clarified, and tr«ichant beauty, because this astoxmding 
poet’s response to the most exquisite refinements is 
balanced by such a diabolical mixture of pride and 
cruelty ! 

In one aspect of this poetic vision, and in a certain sense 
it is the most important of all, he remains the supreme 
poet of the human race. Homer, Shakespeare, Milton are 
all inferior to him when it comes to this ; to the condensa- 
tion, namely, in a single line, of a huge volume of pity, 
of loveliness, of grandeur, of dramatic poignance. 

Shakespeare has his magical, his tragical effects in this 
kind ; but they come most often in gasping, desperate, 
broken half-lines. Milton requires a whole paragraph of 
eagle-hke hoverings before he can reach his periodic, 
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culminating flight, that goes soaring away over the coasts 
of time and the margins of space till it is lost in the 
infinite. 

It is Shakespeare’s own genius for giving imaginative 
and palpable form to the most compHcated feelings that 
tosses mm sometimes into such a conflicting sea of images 
that the sharp directness of the thought is almost lost in 
the waves of overlapping metaphor. Think of that 
famous soliloquy of Hamlet, for instance, about suicide, 
which closes widi the words : 

Thus conscience does make cowards of us all. 

And thus the native hue of resolution 
Is sicldied o’er with the pale cast of thought, 

And enterprises of great pith and moment 
With this regard their currents turn awry, 

And lose the name of action. 

Or think of Macbeth’s torrential speech at a crisis even 
more pregnant : 

And pity, like a naked new-born babe 
Stridu^ the blast, or heaven’s cherubin, hors’d 
Upon me sightless couriers of the air, 
shall blow me horrid deed in every eye. 

That tears shall drown die wind. I have no spur 
To prick the sides of my intent, but only 
Vaulting ambition, which o’erleaps itself . . . 

And then consider the horrible clarity and appalling 
brevity of Dante’s two verses describing the destiny, after 
their decease, of the easy-going harmless individuals that 
in England we call “gendemen of private means” and 
in America “stuflfed shnrts” : 

These have no hope of death and their blind life is so base 
that they envy every other lot. Report of them the world 
permits not to exist; Mercy and Justice disd ains them; let us 
not speak of them; but look and pass. 
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Questi non hanno speranza di morte, 
e la lor deca vita h tanto bassa, 
che invidiosi son d’ ogni altra sorte, 
fama di loro il mondo esser non lassa, 
misericordia e giustizia gli sdegna : 
non ragioniam di lor, ma guarda e passa. 

Compared widi the feverish, tumultuous, and &id£ul 
embellishment of human feeling that we get in Shake- 
speare, and get, too, as we have just seen, even at a 
Carnatic crisis, how terrible, how startling is this simple 
directness ! 

And what a perfect example of the Dantesque spirit, 
here at the very entrance to his infernal journey, are these 
beautiful and abominable lines denouncing ^ cautious 
and retiring adherents of the Via Media ! 

With this wholesale condemnation, not only would 
Montaigne, and Shakespeare, and Charles Lamb, and 
Emerson, and Walter Pater have been damned, but the 
innumerable anonymous multitude of easy-going, help- 
less, indolent, drifting harmless human nondescripts, 
such as Gogol loved to depict and for whom Tchekov 
had such tenderness, would certainly at this moment be 
liftii^ up their voices in — 

Strai^e toi^ues, horrible outcries, words of pain, tones of 
anger, voices deep and harsh, and tumult of Imds amongst 
them. 

- Diverse lir^ue, orribili fiivdle, 
parole di dolore, accent! d’ ira 
vod alte e fioche, c suon di man con die. 

But with what a terrible and wonderful beauty — & beauty 
of pride, a beauty of contemptuous rejection, a beauty of 
sublime' anger, a beauty of pity and terror, a beauty of the 
finality of fcevity — is this wicked judgment uttered ! 

All that we have learnt fia>m St. Paul as to the spiritual 
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secret of the universe, whereby the weak and the foolish 
and the unresisting, yea ! the things that are not, are dearest 
to the heart of great Tao is contradicted and gainsaid 
here from beginning to end. 

Indeed, the largest element of the lofty spirit of die 
whole Divine Comedy lies in its Niet2schean loathing of the 
commonplace. His frvourite word among all words is 
the word disdain. Disdain is clearly, to Dante’s mind, the 
most marked characteristic of the Emperor of the Universe 
as it is of his angels. 

It is, also, the most marked characteristic of the noblest 
of his damned. And this emphasis upon the terrible 
beauty of pride and disdain is not balanced — ^as Carlyle 
craftily suggested on behalf of hfr kindred spirit — ^by any 
real correspondent humility. He is humble before Virgil ; 
he is humble before Beatrice ; and he allows some purga- 
torial penance for the monstrously proud ; but there his 
humility ends : and it is difficult not to link this complete 
absence from his deepest spiritual culture of the least trace 
of what Dostoievsky accepts as the essential Christian 
secret with the absence from the Divine Comedy of that 
quiver of personal emotion in the presence of the figure 
of Christ that many great writers display. He introduces 
Christ, of course; but where he does so his piety is 
conventional and theological rather than personal. 

We are, indeed, forcibly reminded of the warlike 
Messiah in Paradise Lost when Virgil alludes in passing to 
the “harrowing” of Hell by the Virgin’s Son : 

I was new in diis condition when I saw a Powerful One 
coming, crowned with the sign of victory. 

rispose: “lo era nuovo in questo state, 
quando d vidi venire nn possente 
con segno di vittoria coronato.” 
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But when once we have made the single necessary 
mental gesture without which the horrors of the Inferno 
are insufferable, I mean the gesture of detaching all this 
cruelty from the will of any Deity but a mythological 
one, whose vengeance need trouble us no more than dut 
of Zeus upon Tantalus or Sisyphus, the scoriated and 
savage sublimity of these tremendous inventions, the 
stripped intensity of these ful^inous vignettes, which 
follow one another as if upon a Tartarean Hlm-Screen, 
attain in their cumulative efiect such a pitch of appalling 
beauty that we feel the hke will never appear again. 

The Inferno is an abominable vision, it is a shocking 
vision, it is a wicked vision, but it is a vision of over- 
powering beauty ; and may it not be that aU such extreme 
beauty in this ^aotic world can only be attained by a 
measurable sacrifice both of the Good and of the True ? 
May it not be that the greatest lie ever uttered was uttered 
by the most perfect of poets when he wrote : 

Beauty is Truth, Truth Beauty ; that is all 

We know on earth, and all we need to know. 

Incredibly arresting is the picture Dante gives us of the 
great spirits of antiquity moving sedately across their 
meadow of fresh verdure : 

On it were people with eyes slow and grave, of great authority 

in their appearance ; they spoke seldom, with mild voices. 

Genti v’ cran con Occhi tardi e gravi, 
di grande aiitorita nc’ lor semhianti ; 
parlavan rado, con vod soavi. 

It is, indeed, all in keeping with his huge disdain for 
the commonplace and for those **who have lost the 
good of the intellect,” ch* hanno perduto il hen dello 
intelktto, that he commtsiicates to us the glorious awe 
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he fdt in this exalted company who made him one of 
themselves. 

And what a grand touch it is, that line which alludes 
to the proud adversary of the Crusaders ! 

and by bimself, apart, alone, I saw the Saladin. 

e solo in parte vidi il Saladino. 

But not Shakespeare himself, no ! nor Sappho herself, 
could write of the shivering symptoms of love as th^ 
poet of God’s vengeance. 

Having summoned the wind-tossed souls of Francesca 
and her lover to his side, and having listened to the gurl’s 
words, Dante bows his head and holds it so low that his 
guide asks him what he is thinking. 

When I answered, I began “Ah me! what sweet thoughts, 
what lolling led them to the woeful pass I” 

Quando risposi, cominciai : “ O lasso, 
quand dolci pensier, quanto disio 
mend costoro al doloroso passo !” 

And then, in response to a human sympathy such as she 
would never meet again throughout eternity the girl 
utters the words that tell for all time the ever-recurring 
tale: 

One day, for pastime, we read of Lancelot, how love con- 
strained him ; we were alone and without all suspicion. 

Several.dmes that readir^ urged our eyes to meet, and changed 
the colour of our fiices; but one moment alone it was diat 
overcame us. 

Noi leggevamo un gioino per diletto 
di Landllotto, come amor lo strinse ; 
fioH eravamo e senza alcun sospetto. 

Perpid fiate gli occhi d sospinse 
qudk. lettura, e scolorocd il viso ; 
ma solo un punto fu quel dhe d vinse. 
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When we read how the fond smile was kissed by such a lover, 
he. who shall never be divided from me, 

Kissed my mouth all trembling : the book, and he who wrote 
it, "was a G^eotto ; that day we read in it no further. 

Quando leggemmo il disiato riso 
esser badato da cotanto amante 
questi, che mai da me non fia diviso, 

la bocca mi bado tutto tremante : ’ 

Galeotto fu il Hbro, e chi lo scrisse ; 
quel giomo pid non vi leggemmo avante. 

Whilst the one spirit thus spake, the other wept so, that I 
fiiinted -with pity, as if I had been dying ; and fell, as a dead 
body falls. 

Mentre che 1’ uno spirto questo disse, 
r altro piangeva si, che di pietade 
io venni men cosi com’ io morisse ; 

e caddi, come corpo morto cade. 

When, we 'revert after this to any of the other great 
love-passages in Hterature we are conscious of the loss of a 
certain mystery of romantic feeling, wherein the metal of 
love has been passed through a crucible of such burning 
intensity that it has grown, in its white heat, into an 
element that not only no waters can drown or flame 
devour, but no Emperor of the Universe can cut in two. 
The nearest approach to this passage that I am able to bring 
to mind is that awe-inspiring sentence of Cathie’s in 
Wuthering Heights, where she confesses that though she 
“loves” her charming betrothed, she is the desperado 
Heathdiff. 

The whole passage does indeed show what Christianity 
has done, in its mad Ufe-and-death wrestle with sex, in 
the way of purging, refining, winnowing, but at the 
same time infusing with a tenfold charge of deadly 
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magnetism, the sweet enemy with whose burning limbs 
it is entwined. 

Not the most lavish celebration of Eros in classical 
poetry moves us like this, for the simple reason that 
between them and Dante lie the Middle Ages, where 
the phenomenon of the love of women, both in its 
idealization and in its renunciation, has become the chief 
miracle of life. 

Everything is in the human mind ; that is what is borne 
in upon us more strongly than anything else in readily 
Dante. The cruel First Cause, the everlasting torments, 
the quivering Moimtain of Purgation, the rapturous orbits 
of the God-intoxicated saints, together with this twi- 
natured human love-lute twisting and twitching in the 
wind as if stnmg with Eve’s hair before Cain was bom, 
all, all are to be found within the narrow bounds — and 
yet it is wider than the whole astronomical world ! — of a 
man’s or a woman’s skuU. 

And when you come to think of it, how touching is 
the moral instinct in humanity which insists that all the 
motives, causes, urges, and impulses that lie behind every 
part of a great genius’s work must be good. 

Very often, on the contrary, they are extremely evil. 
A curious example of this is the eager haste we are in to 
assure ourselves that Filippo Argenti “of the old Adimari 
fiumly” is for his snobbi^ insolence to be well soused in 
the infernal bog. It was humanity’s universal love of 
punishing and revenging that created this same livid 
marsh, beyond the confines of whose reedy expanse 
glimmer the crimson pinnacles of the City of Dis. 

Yes, htunanity’s are Dante’s aggravated and- twitching 
nerves ; humanity’s his r^hteous indignation yielding to 
this sadistic quiver. And it is because of this more 
poignant human psychology running all the way through 
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it that the Inferno is so much greater a poem than the 
Purgatorio or the Paradiso. It ii more huiiian ; and there- 
fore it contains more delight in cruelty, more malice, more 
revenge, more relish for excitement, for drama, for 
horror ! 

A supreme imagination, an incomparable style, if these 
are to be used to the best effect in the evocation of what 
we call beauty, must deal, it seems, with somethic^ in 
the world that is a little diSerent from Goodness, and not 
altogether the same as what we usually mean by “Truth.” 

Any attempt to get all we can for our personal life 
from the Divine Comedy forces us, indeed, to come to terms 
with Goethe’s great saying : “Live in the Whole, ip the 
Good and in the Beautiful.” And, in fact, it was with 
deep significance that Goethe used the word “the Whole” 
in place of “the True,” and by thus balancing all three 
things side by side indicated clearly enough mat in his 
view the^ were by no means the same. 

Dante s terrific aesthetic vision when directed by the 
urge of savage anger is a very difierent thing from the 
“kcerated heart,” the mad loathing of the disgusting and 
the base, which characterized^ the tortured soul of Swift. 

What we can learn from Dante is the profound spiritual 
device of sublimating our natural human savagery till it 
becomes a medium for beautiful aesthetic vision. 

But we must not deceive ourselves by any treacherous 
Carlylean moralizing into taking the position' that became 
there is a terrible beauty in all these Dantesque horrors 
they are therefore propaganda for good against evil. 
They are the reverse of tiiat ! Their beauty is an evil 
beauty; and Dante, who is the most tremendous realist 
in all literature, uses the diabolic beauty of his realism 
to brand the Emperor of the Universe with the savage 
aruelty that was one of his own chief characteristics. 
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Listen to die details of die Filippo Argenti episode : 

Whilst we were runnii^ through the dead channel, there rose 
before me one full of mud, and said: “Who art thou, fi<at 
comest before thy time i” 

Mentre noi corravam la morta gora, 
dinanzi mi si fece un pien di tango, 
e disse : “Chi se’ tu, che vieni anzi ora^” 

And I to him ; “If I come, I remain not ; but thou, who art 
thou, who hast become so foul s” He answered : “Thou seest 
that I am one who weeps.” 

Ed io a ltd : “ S’ io vegno, non rimango : . 
ma tu chi sei, che sei si fetto brutto ?” 

Rispose: “Vedi che son un che piango.” 

Pondering upon this passage, it is impossible to miss the 
sublime beauty, of these last words ; and to the spirit of 
Carlyle, protesting that I am underrating the enormity of 
the sin that brought this wretch to this pass, I can only 
reply that for a sin committed in Time a pumshment 
throughout Eternity, however it may lend itself to the 
beauty of poetic horror, is a contemplation for devUs 
rather than for men. 

But there is worse to follow ; for the wretch who is 
now paying for the crime of what Shakespeare calls “the 
proud man’s contumely,” clings desperately to the side 
of their boat. 

And he put his arms round my neck, kissed my face, and 
said : “Indignant soul ! blessed be she that bore thee.” 

Lo collo poi con Ic braeda mi dnse, 
baciommi il volto, e disse : “Alina sdegnosa, 
benedetta colei che in te s’ indnse.” 

And the response to this horrible fewning, which must 
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have been wickedly sweet to the poet’s exdted nerves, is 
not long in coming ; 

And I: ** Master, I should be glad to see him dipped in this 
swill, ere we quit the lake.” 

Ed io : “Maestro, molto sarei vago 
di vederlo attuffare in questa hroda, 
prima che noi usdssimo del lago.” 

Forttinately for us, by some sublime law of compensa- 
tion in this beauty of taghtfulness, Dante is compeUed to 
transfer some of his “disdegno” and “dispitto” to the 
victims themselves ; and what a reHef it is to our profaner 
mind when the great Farinata, the Ghibelline, lifts his torso 
out of his burning sarcophagus and gives us an example 
of the power of the mind not only over the sufferings of 
the body, but even over the sufferings of what our 
Theosophists would call the “etheric” body. 

Already I had fixed my look on his ; and he rose upright with 
breast and countenance ; as if he entertained great scorn of Hell. 

Io avea gii il mio viso nel suo fitto ; 
ed ei s’ ergea col petto e colla fi:onte, 
come avesse lo inferno in gran dispitto. 

While we are comforting ourselves with this contrary 
side of Dante’s mania for the emotion of “dispitto,” we 
find in the person of Capaneus, one of the victims of a 
former “Emperor of the Universe,” a splendid justifica- 
tion for our mythological attitude to the Divine Comedy. 

Who is that preat spirit, who seems to care not for the fire, 
and lies disdainml and contorted, so that the rain seems not to 
ripen him » 

Chi h quel grande, che non par che curi 
I’incendio, c giace dispettoso e torto 
si che la pioggia non par che il maturi i 
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Could it be possible to find a better example of Dante’s 
sadistic manner of gloating over these punishments, rhati 
die monstrous humour of the phrase about the rain — di 
foco dilatate falde, “of dilated flakes of fire” — not “ripen- 
ing” him? 

But after all we musm’t forget — and it is something .to 
be the supreme realist of all fiterature, so that Petronius 
and de Maupassant are rude school-boys compared with 
him — ^diat it is Dante’s own genius that evokes the pity 
and indignation we feel. We are, I suppose — ^at least I 
fiincy myself to be so — ^hke simple rustics at the play who 
take what drey see as if it were really happcaiing, 

I know that for my own part, such is this man’s appalling 
genius, I have continually to say to myself, “It is ^ 
mythological fancy!” lest my blasphemous fury against 
the First Cause should out-rail even Dante’s damned. 

And again,, we rustics at this terrifyiag play must 
remember that it is Dante himself who invents the 
retorts of these tremendous rebels whom Eternity’s 
cat-o’-nine-tails cannot “ripen” though it fill never so 
lively: 

Ever rcsdess was the dance of miserable hands, now here, now 

there, shaking off the fresh burning. 

Senza riposo mai era la tresca 
delle misere mani, or quindi or quind 
iscotendo da 1’ arsura fresca. 

But not a motion of any kind could this divine lashing 
draw firom the incorrigible Capaneus. He had defied the 
heavenly tyrant of Olympus and he was prepared to defy 
this new master of thunderbolts. 

“What I was living,” he declares, in the very tone of 
Milton’s Lucifer, “that I am dead !” — Qual iojui vivo, tal 
son morto /” 
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The two poets’ descent into the ultimate pit, the terrible 
Malebolge, on the back of the monster Geryon, is most 
convincingly told, and after they have once landed and 
are slowly encircling the rocky ledges that surround the 
hollow cone of the torment of Judas — tutto di pietra e di 
color ferrigno “all of stone and of an iron colour” — they 
make the acquaintance of far more unpleasant devils than 
those classical Furies of Dis who needed an angel absolutely 
composed of pride to quell them. Both Milton and Dante 
are proud men and they both enjoy describing pride ; but 
it must be noted that it is MUton’s fallen angels who show 
this peculiarity at its best, while with Dante it is the 
unfallen. Dante’s devils are indeed the reverse of proud. 
They are as completely devoid of all dignity as they are 
of ^ decency; and they scrabble together and play 
scurvy tricks u^on each other just Uke those “cart-loads of 
homed devils,” the thought of which, in Rabelais, so 
obsessed the mind of the naughty yet extremely orthodox 
Panurge. 

Like a horde of hideous gargoyles, leaping into mon- 
strous hfe out of the indecent fancies of the ribald 
decorators of our cathedrals, are these Malacodas and 
Scarmighones and Graffiacanes and Rubicantes; and it 
is a rehef to think that it is only when Dante and Virgil 
have left the chasm of the great Sorcerers and have 
arrived at that of the official swindlers and grafters that 
this helHsh gang appears. 

Over the fate of these sorcerers — one of whom is 
Teiresias himself, who for Homer retains his full power 
and authority even among the dead, and another our old 
childhood’s feend the Wizard of Scott’s Lay — ^Dante can- 
not restrain his tears. What especially troublgs him, and 
it is a touch <\f sublime anatomical horror worthy of an 
insane sculptor, is that these images of God are so con- 
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torted that their tears are compelled to roll down their 
“hinder parts at their division.” 

Certainly I wept, leaning on one of the rocks of the hard cliffy 
so that my Escort said to me: “Art thou, too, like the other 
fools i Here pity lives when it is altogether dead. Who more 
impious than he who sorrows at God’s judgment 

For devoted book-worms, whose conscience may refuse 
to allow them to dwell on the sort of spectacle that Dante 
loves to invent, it is a comfort to remember what splendid 
confusion reigns among our greatest literary guides. 
Nature pouring forth her multiple inspiration through so 
many masks that no man can say, “Lo ! this is the Only 
Way!” Think what salutary and refreshing differences 
of view we encounter in this high sphere ! The supremest 
of sages according to Homer is doomed by Dante to move 
and to weep with his face towards his rump. 

Brutus, Caesar’s virtuous assassin, is made a hero by 
Shakespeare ; while his place in the Inferno is along with 
Judas in the very jaws of Satan ! 

And contrasted with Dante’s proud contempt for the 
ii^lorious anonymity of the world’s easy-going “honest 
cods,” think of how Rabelais in his magnanimous and 
evangehcal humour “puts down the mighty” in his next 
world 1 

“Their estate and condition of living,” said Epistemon, "is 
but only changed after a very strange manner : for I saw Alex- 
ander the Great patching on dowts upon our breeches and 
stockins, whereby he got but a very poor living. 

Aeneas was a miller. 

Trajan was a fisher of firogs. 

Hector a snap-sauce scullion. 

Julius Caesar and Pompey were boat-wrights and fighters of 
ships. 

Pope Julius was a Crier of puddix^s, but he left off wearii^ 
his great buggarly beard. 
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Lucreda was an ale-house keeper. 

Semiramis the beggar’s lice-kuler. 

After this manner they that had been great Lords and 
here got but a poor scurvie wretched hving there below. 
on the contrary, the Philosophers and others, who in this world 
had been altogether wanting, were great lords there in t hei r 
tume. I saw Epictetus there, most gaSandy apparelled after the 
French fashion, sittii^ under a pleasant Arbour with a store of 
handsome Gendewomen, froheking, drinking, danring, and 
making good cheere ...” 

It was in the Eighth Circle of Hell and in the Seventh 
Chasm of the Malebolge that the poets, in their gradual 
descent, aicountered the sacrilegious thief, Vanni Fued 
ofPistoia. 

Power of God ! Oh how severe, that showers such blows in 
vengeance ! 

O potenzia di Dio, quant’ h severa, 

Che cotai colpi per vendetta crosda ! 

This poor wretch is punished bv devilish serpents to 
such a tune that — as my English commentator observes — 
“he rises into a boundless pale rage, such as is hardly 
known in Northern countries.” 

For myself, however, for all my northern blood, I must 
confess to sharing something of this Pistoian’s pale rage 
with the “President of the Immortals.” 

“At the conclusion of his words, the thief raised up 
his hands with both the figs — con amhedue le Jiche — 
shouting : 

Take them, God, for at thee I aim them ! 

Togli, Dio, chi a te le squadro! 

With a marvellous beauty, however, before which all 
animadversion sinks abashed, does our poet, a litde further 
on, bring it about that Ulysses, who is damned among the 
Evil Counsellors, ^ould relate the manner of his death. 
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What a thing to note, the way this ideal adventurer has 
reincarnated himself! From Homer to Shakespeare, from 
Shakespeare to Cowper, from Cowper to Tennyson, from 
Tennyson to Lawrence of Arabia and James Joyce, he has 
mesmerized every type of human mind. We deal here 
with his mediaeval avatar in the Inferno of Dante ; and 
Dante certainly rises magnificently and triumphantly to 
the occasion. 

Like Shakespeare, whose Welsh friends claimed to be 
descended from the Trojans, Dante as an Italian is much 
more fiiendly to the Trojans than to the Greeks; but 
unlike Shakespeare, he does heroic justice to those who 
“made the door,” 

by which the noble seed of the Romans came forth, 
ond' usd de’ Romani il gentil seme. 

Ulysses and Diomed are entirely concealed in a pillar 
of moving fire; but addressing this rushing double- 
pointed flame in hurried fear lest it might dislike Dante’s 
modem tongue, Virgd makes a courteous prayer to it to 
pause. 

The greater horn of the andent flame began to shake itself 

murmuring, just like a flame that struggles with the wind. 

Lo maggior como della flamma antica 
comindo a crollarsi mormorando, 
pur come quella cui vento aflFatica. 

How one realizes at this point Dante’s peculiar genius 
for a>ndensing great events, great feelings, great dramatic 
issues, in a few bare, stripped, heel-upon-rock phrases, 
phrases that suggest hammer and chisel rather than the 
pages 'of a dictionary ! Or, to change the metaphor, what 
could be harder than to convey in a dozen three-lined 
verses, eadh of them rolling forward on the swell and fiill 
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of recurrent waves of triple rhymes, as if on a tide that 
neidier tires nor turns, the hving spirit of the hero of the 
Odyssey ? 

Yet this is what he does ; and indeed We are compelled 
to admit that, in spite of the huge differences between 
Homer, Rabelais, Shakespeare, and Dante — differences so 
great that it seems sometimes as if they were writing for 
different planets — there are certain things in common 
between them. 

Take the speech to his companions in his final adventure 
that Dante puts into Ulysses’s mouth. Would not this — 
with some faint hint thrown in as to the amount of fair- 
girdled women and wide-browed oxen and beautifully- 
worked vessels of gold and silver that the gods might 
incidentally add — faU aptly firom the mouth of the Much- 
enduring i 

Ckinsider your origin: ye were not formed to live like 

brutes, but to follow virtue and knowledge. 

Considerate la vostra semenza : 
fatti non foste a viver come bruti, 
ma per seguir virtute e conoscenza. 

And here, not to speak of Shakespeare, who uses almost 
identical words, or of Goethe, who calls upon us by our 
earnestness to “make hfe eternity,” we find even Rabelais 
devoting page after page on these exact lines to the educa- 
tion of his great little giants. 

Some of us, however — ^and I am not referring to the 
wilful sad ones whose voices gurgle to eternity in bubbles 
out of the mud — ^wiU turn to Walt Whitman to escape 
this strenuous life, and Walt Whitman, countering both 
the Classical and the Mediaeval dogma, will tell us to 
imitate these same “bruti” in their undisturbed non- 
chalance, and to loaf and take our ease, “observing a spear 
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of summer grass,” or a strip of sea-sand, and giving both 
cxilture and ambition to the devil ! 

There comes a point now, however, as the two poets 
reach the Tenth Chasm of the Eighth Circle, when a very 
interesting episode occurs, nothing less than an indignant 
rebuke administered to Dante by Virgil for his too Evely 
interest in th.e grosser aspects of human nature. 

This occurs in connection with the ferocious back-chat 
between Master Adam of Brescia, who was burnt alive 
in 1281 for counterfeiting the precious golden florins of 
Florence, and Sinon die Greek, who, according to Virgil, 
gave the Trojans, as a prisoner of war, counterfeit advice 
in the matter of the wooden horse. 

Under Virgil’s disgust at seeing him lap up with such 
eagerness every word of this repulsive broil, Dante 
becomes so speechless with shame and blushes so scarlet 
that he has to be forgiven. But his fliend tells him he 
must always in future count him by his side when he’s 
tempted to listen to such filthy abuse ; “for the wish to 
hear it is a vulgar wish” ; ch^ voler do udire ^ bassa voglia. 

One does, indeed, I think, detect a deep psychological, 
if not a deep aesthetic, difference between gloating over a 
base quarrel and gloating over scenes of torture, but 
whether the former peculiarity is as likely to increase the 
pain and evil in the world as the latter is a very different 
question, Virgil praised Dante warmly for the pleasure 
he took in seeing Filippo Argenti “well soused” ; and it 
must be. remarked that on dus occasion he doesn’t blame 
him for gloating over the ingenuity of God’s vendetta, 
but only for listening to the gross quarrel between its 
victims which must at least have distracted their wretched 
minds for a space. 

Tke conclusion that a puzded Hyperborean is com- 
pelled to reach, therefore, as he ponders on this significant 
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blush, between these two "Great Latins,” is that cruelty 
can be embraced with joy by the aesthetic sense while 
vulgarity must not be touched ; and this will be a con- 
clusion which, remembering all the "country matters” 
in Shakespeare and all the tavern brawls in Dickens, he 
will have some difficulty in accepting. 

But our poets have now reached the terrible Ninth and 
Last Circle, and the absorbed reader who feels as if, like 
a phantom third, he has been following them all the way 
down, becomes aware of the frozen foundations of this 
mythological universe. Certainly, for a mathematical 
and reahstic materialization of the Next World there is 
nothing in hterature like the Divine Comedy. Using all 
the science, all the scholarship, all the foith, all the philo- 
sophy of his time, using all the history of humanity up to 
his time, selecting from among the dialects of his Italy 
the particular one out of which he could best create the 
Italian Language, Dante has branded upon the peifrous 
stuff of the world’s consciousness, I ivill not say an ever- 
lasting vision of Truth, but an unsurpassable picture of 
the last complete unification of the fathomless mysteries that 
will probably be attempted ! 

"W^at a thrill of weird exultation quivers through us 
when we hear the hom of Nimrod, in this abyss ! It 
makes us think of those terrific hnes in the Odyssey about 
the great hunter, Orion. "Enormous,” pelorion, is the 
Homeric epithet for him who has given his name to our 
grandest Constellation; and vrith the weight of those 
huge syllables to help us we must struggle to imagine the 
vast primeval shape and the cosmogonic inarticulateness 
of this Hebraic Titan. 

Like a veritable howl from all the aboriginal creatures 
who have been engineered away, and pioneered away, and 
improved away, and vivisected away, comes Nimrod’s 
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cry: Rcfel mat amech Zabi almi! And for myself, I find 
great refief in repeating this defiant gibberish when in the 
presence of certain animal trainers. 

But Virgd now makes of himself and Dante “one 
bundle,” unfascto er egU ed to, and lifted up by the Giant 
Antaeus the two poets are set down in Cocytus, the ice- 
bottom of the world. 

To describe this ultimate fondo of the universe is cer- 
tainly not, as the poet well says, an enterprise for being 
taken up in sport, nor for a tongue that cries “Ma and 
Pop,” che chiami mamma e babbo ; but it is characteristic of 
Dante that it is for the reception of traitors, traitors to their 
kin, their country, their fiiends, their lords, and, above all, 
to their God, that this frozen pit has beai reserved for 
eternity. 

Oh, how characteristic it is of the fimaticism of hu man 
nature, and how completely in harftiony with the savage 
hypocrisy of Carlyle’s praise of a religion he didn’t believe, 
for the sake of the violence he loved, that it should be for 
the heretics called “traitors,” the predestined gaol-birds 
and hell-birds of all arbitrary regimes, that this frozen 
torture-chamber should have been designed ! How char- 
acteristic of humanity that Dante should place in the 
lowest depths of all a person like Brutus, whose character 
is the subject o£ political rather than moral controversy ! 

But the poet’s own savagery in this icy Cocytus passes 
aU bounds. He seizes one of the Inmates by the scalp to 
satisfy his curiosity as to his name. 

I had already liad bis hair coiled on my hand and had plucked 
o£f more than one tuft of it, he barking and keeping down 
his eyes. 

latrando lui con gli occbi gib raccold. 

Another implores the visitor to remove the icicles into 
which his tears have hardaied, so that he “may vent the 
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grief which stuffs his heart” ; and Dante swears by the 
fete of his own soul that he will do this for him if only 
he admits his identity. But no sooner has the wretch 
given him the required knowledge and d^manflfd the 
performance of this vow— “but reach hither thy hand; 
opoi my eyes” — than Dante, all his nerves twitching with 
the ardour of his pious cruelty, breaks his oath : 

And I opened them not for him ; and to be rude to him was 
courtesy. 

. . . ed io non gliele apersi, 
e cortesia fu in lui esser viUano. 

What a quaint example it is of that sancta simplicitas 
that so strudk John Huss when he was being burnt, that 
all our English deans and prelates, and all ®ur refined 
sensitive gendewomen, should have followed Carlyle in 
their praise of Dante as a great moral force for good ! Oscar 
Wilde, however, took the right view when he praised 
this horrible scene for its beauty. That’s what it is. It is 
at once abominable and beautiful ! 

And is it not a sad and a starding mystery that a thing 
as monstrous as this should be beautiful i I suppose it is 
beautiful — ^though the beauty of the appalling is a great 
mystery — ^because it lays dear and bare the trs^c dash 
between the extremes of a merciless Ideal and natural 
human Pity. 

But doesn’t it show how right Goethe was in telling; us 
to resolve to live in “the Good” and in “the ’Whole,” as 
well as in this treacherous and beyond-good-and-evil 
“beauty”? 

Livid, up to where the hue of shame appears, the doleful shades 
were in the ice sounding with thdr teem like storks. 

livide, insin fe dove appar vergogna, 
eran T ombre dolend ndla gmacda, 
mettendo i denti in nota di dcogna. 
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Half of the beauty of this is in its peculiar expression, 
so compressed and yet so imaginative, but the other half 
lies in the very monstrosity of die scene called up, the 
uncracked ice, in the tenebrous glimmering light, sown 
thick with Hvid gibbering human faces like the windrow 
of the sand with shells, or, as Dante himself says, IiIcr a 
village pond when the frogs hold their muzzles out of 
the water. 

It is, in fact, the beauty of a stripped, super-intense style, 
a style that throws into imaginative relief all that is con- 
veyed by the most piercing, excavating, scooping, harrow- 
ing, disinterring eye that has ever been turned upon 
physical atrocity. 

Oh, how often, when we hear in this our own day ot 
crimes resembling what we learn in this frozen pit to have 
been committed against Ugolino and his children, are we 
tempted to wish that Dante was in the right of it about 
the vengeance of God ! 

But mese wishes are evil wishes, and when a person 
has watched how “the world wags,” as King Lear says, 
for a score or two of years, he will have found that evil 
for evil is only a vicious circle. 

The moralists may tell us that “wherewithal a man 
sinneth by the same shall he be punished,” but something 
inexpHcable in us, deeper than any judgment or justice, 
go^ on muttering in its throat: Rafel mai amech Zahi 
almi! 

It is, indeed, strange enough, and sad enough too, that 
unless we are passionate students of theological symbolism 
it is hard to retain our concentration of vision as fixedly 
on the Purgatorio and Paradise as upon the Inferno. 

And 1 6ncy it is not only the simpUdty of our novitiate 
in metaphysics and ethics ^d the limits of our initiation 
into Catholic mysteries that produce this , result. I think 
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it is the old fate of average human intelligence, for which 
Nature herself is responsible, that the tragic, the pitiful, 
the terrible aspect of Beauty arrests us more, and holds 
us more, than her peaceful, her ideal, her happy expres- 
sion. But let us steady and purify our disturbed nerves 
for a space, anyway, in the Purgatorio. Full of a delicate 
symbolism that leaves a reader with tbe sense of having 
moved among the figures of some enchanted tapestry in 
an air scented with lilies or among the colours in some 
Fra Angelico fresco, where the gold and the green and 
the blue of the flowers in the grass are touched by the 
garments of lovely creatures who themselves have the 
faces of flowers, the Earthly Paradise at the top of 
this Sacred Mount seems to transfigure the burden of 
existence into all the day-dreams of all the young girls 
in the world! 

This particular kind of intense ideal romance, like the 
lattice-casement thoughts on a May morning, of a maid 
who has read Morte d’ Arthur before she slept and has left 
a jasmin-spray between the pages at the place where 
Lancelot first meets the Queen, is the most opposite 
human mood that could be imagined to the sadistic 
ferocity and deadly disdain of the Inferno. But who 
among men knows not how true to the most secret and 
most hidden psychology of our nature these opposites 
are ! Everything to do with the woman he loves in this 
tremendous Amorist’s mind, every detail of what she 
wears, of how she smiles — and no one but Leonardo has 
made so much of a woman’s simle — every nuance in the 
way she lifts her hand or lowers her head, every flicker 
of the proud or shy or tender mood she is in, is registered 
, as if in an illuminated Breviary. 

We certainly realize, as we read the Purgatorio, all that 
women owe to the Middle Ages in intensifying the ide^- 
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ism, tbe subtlety, and the romance of love. It is conceiv- 
able, ho-wever, that we have among us to-day many 
damsels who would prefer the perilous life of the laugh- 
ing, white-armed, classic maidens who attended Penelope 
and slept with her suitors rather than fulfil the high rdle 
which Dante demands ! 

But to sound the depths of this poet’s own nature it is 
essential that we should put the moment in the Purgatorio 
when he recognizes “the tokens of die ancient mme,” 
i segni dell' antica fiamma, and beholds his lady, “olive- 
crowned over a white veil, clad, under a green mantle, 
with hue of living flame,” side by side with that other 
moment when he tugs at the scalp-hairs of Bocca d^li 
Abbati in the frozen Cocytus till he makes him bark like 
a dog. 

Is it because of this very contrast that our delicately- 
nurtured great-grandmothers would copy whole pages of 
this poet in their albums ? Has the possibility of ferocity 
in a great man as much attraction for die feminine inu^ina- 
tion as the possibility of reckless infidelity ? 

Certainly, in reachng the Purgatorio and the Paradiso an 
ordinary book-lover who has not been trained in philo- 
sophy, must feel, especially if he has a learned commentator 
to help him, astounded at the mental grasp not only of the 
poet who used them, but of the great Schoolmen he used. 
Any intelligent layman confironted by the metaphysical 
ana moral subdeties of these mediaevi thinkers, must be 
awed by the gaiius they possessed — ^must wish indeed that 
our modem philosophers, with a hundred times more help 
fiom the exact sciences, had a tithe of this sheer intellectud 
power ! 

Any shallow modem person who takes upon himself , 
to cast aspersions upon the Middle Ages, using the very 
epithet mediaeval as a term of reproach, betrays a level of 
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culture, and indeed a level of mentality, not a bit big b^r 
than that of the sly Pardoner laughed at by Chaucer. 

At the same time. I’m not ashamed of confessing that 
in the midst of the ecstatic raptures of the Divine Pageant 
at the end of the Purgatorio I find myself wondering, when 
Dante turns for help, as was ever his custom, to his 
heathen Guide — turns to him even from Beatrice herself 
— ^and realizes with tears that he has gone back to his place 
among those “who live in desire without hope,” how 
exactly that anima cortese Mantovana made his return 
journey, and what mental consolation he derived firom 
hearing again that welcoming cry : 

Honour to the supreme poet ! His shade, which has left us, 

returns again ! 

Onerate T altissimo poeta ; 
r ombra sua toma, ch’ era dipartita! 

And I find myself wondering, too, even at the very 
close of the Paradiso, even while our author dissolves in 
adoration before those three-fold circles of light that 
seemed to him “to be painted with our effigy ” — mi parve 
pinta della nostra effige — ^how, after all, that “Love that 
moves the sun and the other stars” is to be reconciled 
with that other “primo Amore” whose decree carved the 
“etSrnal I endure*’ over the gate ofHeU. 

Reconciled i Squared, as they say, by the squaring of 
such a circle >. Better a thousand times “return Him the 
ticket,” with Ivan Karamazov ! 

And what, following the pragmatic method we have 
tried to sustain throughout mese studies, is the value of 
Dante’s appeal in the pressure of a modem person’s Hfe ? • 
What, apart firom the Catholic Faith, would a disdpie of 
Dante’s tend to aim at in moulding his mental culture ? 

I think he would, in the first place, destroy firom his 
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life-illusion that particular kind of vague, pompous ideal- 
ism, which it is so easily shattered by any shock to one’s 
moral and physical dignity! From tins proud-humble 
egoist of realism he would learn to accept, and even exult 
in, as an essential part of the game, those bitter rebufB to 
personal vanity that come to us all and make us wince and 
blush, even in die very thought of them 1 He would, I 
think, learn to accept without any of dhat morbid weak- 
ness, for which our catchword to-day is “the inferiority 
complex,” every characteristic limitation, even the most 
grotesque, of his power, his courage, his appearance, his 
ititelligence, nor allow these failings, however ridiculous, 
to abate one jot of his dramatic exultation at the contact 
of his poor battered, blundering, unlucky envelope of a 
living soul with the majestic panorama of the cosmos ! 
Oh, how gready most of us need some gram of that 
hard, indissoluble Dantesque core kept intact under our 
fluctuations 1 

And a reader of Dante would also, I fancy, acquire a 
certain mental trick of linking up his consciousness of the 
unfathomable Macrocosm with every smallest episode and 
incident of his mortal day ; and this would apply not only 
to his fortunate moments, but to those moments when he 
is completely routed and put to shame, and reduced purely 
and simply to the condition of “one who weeps.” ^ 

And what about that inert misery, that disintegrating 
sense of firetful futility, which is the special curse of the 
Hamlets of our age, and which takes the heart out of 
tragedy, the spirit out of comedy, and by un-dramatizing 
the whole drama kills our basic response to Ufe i 

A reader of Dante — even if only by being roused to 
indignant rejection — would, one fimcies, be “finely 
touched” to some sort of noble issue 1 And certainly a 
person who is prepared to go down those terrible circles 
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again and again, will be a person who is unlikely to throw 
up his hands over his own minor miseries. 

But — and this is a very important point — do not 
believe we can get one-twentieth part of the secret virtu 
emanating from Dante’s style without at least having the 
original Italian before our eyes. 

For my own part, I find alt poetical versions of the 
Divine Comedy intolerable ; and I would strongly advise 
anyone who, like myself, is no scholar, to get hold of the 
Temple Classics Edition, which is a series of three s mall 
compact volumes with the ItaUan on one side of the page 
and a first-rate prose translation on the other. 

Fortified with somethii^ — am not prepared to define 
exactly what — that emanates from Dante’s style, like the 
steam from the boiling blood where divine justice “to 
eternity milks tears ’’ — ed in eterno munge le lagrime — ^any 
human being, struggling through the pain and pleasure 
and indifference of one single ordinary day, will find the 
central core of his soul more sohtary and more inde- 
pendent. He will also, I think, acquire a peculiar anti- 
nardssistic awareness of his own particular skeleton, such 
a? a tramp or a pilgrim might have, as he moves about his 
business, with only a thin Time-Screen betwerai himself 
and Eternity ! 

And this awareness of our skeleton as the soul propels 
its body about its ordinary affairs, generally hides below 
the surface, if we have caught the real Dantesque Secret, 
some Ideal Love or some Secret Cult of which we alone, 
in our unguessed-at pride, are the passionate repository. 

And this hidden Ideal brings us in secret — ^always in 
secret! — ^an exultant sense of mystical romance, totally 
independent of the commonplace conditions of our life, 
totally independent of the shame and humiliations to 
which we are subjected. Yes, there is no doubt that any 
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sensitive reader who acquires a ^ mania for Dante’s for- 
midable destiny-charged style gathers a power to retain 
the sort of inviolable inner life that results from malrmg 
a secret Ideal or a secret Romance, or even a secret Revela- 
tion, something round which, unknown to the world, his 
whole existence centres. He acquires the power to hold 
this Secret in the face of abominations that make him 
feint and sick with indignation, to hold it in the face of 
all God’s ways to men, and in the face of all men’s ways 
to one another ! 

I am, as the reader has already perceived, struggling 
with an intimation that is very hard to express ; but there 
is no doubt that a great many men and women in middle 
life, nel mezzo del cammin di nostra vita, as Dante himself 
was when, supposedly in the year 1300, he visited Hell, 
find the romance of their youth gone, the companions of 
their youth gone, the hopes of their youth gone, the 
strength and beauty of their youth gone. And then comes 
the moment for reading the Inferno ! 

And is it not strange ? Wlut remains in our mind, as 
the final summary of it all, is ndther the cruelty of God 
nor the crimes of max. It is the staggering, awe-inspirii^ 
endurance of any ordinary human soul, whether such a soul 
be good or evil, whether it be in Heaven or Hell ! Yes, 
whatever Dante’s doctrines may say, the fer subtler, die fer 
truer emanation that proceeds from his style indicates 
oidurance as the supreme human virtue. 

Therefore let fortune mm her wheel as she Ekes and the 
labourer his mattock. 

Perb girl fortuna la sua rota, 
come le place, e il villan la sua marra. 

For terrible and beautiful invention, for intensity of 
passion, for pure intellect and power, no poet who has 
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lived can surpass Dante ; but to praise him as a moral 
guide for those who are outside the Church is the most 
treacherous betrayal of the human spirit into which the 
academic mind has ever led us. Had the Purgatorio and 
the Paradise been ten times more lovely, the mere feet 
that he could write as he has written in tbe Inferno would 
prove him to have condoned cruelty, justified cruelty, 
exulted in cruelty, gloated over cruelty, under the excuse 
that it was tbe Will of Omnipotence. 

All the horrible pain he describes as triumphantly 
inflicted by God upon His enemies does happen in this 
world, though not for ever; and die reamn^ of the 
Inferno has at least this, that it makes us ashamed of our 
petulant pusillanimity when otber human b^gs, equally 
sensitive with ourselves, have endured and are still endur- 
ing what, while it lasts, partakes of die nature of eternity. 

If, dierefore, you say to me, “Why read the Inferno 
I answer, “I read it because I get power firom its power. 
I read it because the image of what pain can be at the 
worst is the best method of enduring it when it is fer short 
of the worst. In odier words, I read it so that I can compel 
die cruel spirit of its poet to do for me what Virgil, before 
he went back to Hell, did for him : 

Wherefore I do crown and mitte thee over diyself ! ” 
Perch* io te sopra te corono e mitrio. 
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T here is surely something significant in the 
fict that the personalities of the most univer- 
sally human of all poets — ^Horner and Shake- 
speare — should be so completely lost in their 
work. 

In Homer’s case the huge gulf of time must, of course, 
count for much, and the met that a poet^ unhke an 
Egyptian king, has no power to build monuments in 
everlasting stone, and have them inscribed with his glories. 

To Achilles, to Hector, to Odysseus, the poet himself— 
acting like a god — could give a life as lasting as the hardest 
granite ; but his own personality — save in the tone and 
temper and scope of bis art — that he could .not save ; that 
he had to leave to a few rumours of legendary ambiguity 
and a few tags of popular gossip ! 

But in Shakespeare’s case there is no such gulf In 
Shakespeare’s case we are confionted by a phenomenal 
obscurity that presents itself as a psychological rather than 
a historic riddle. 

Far earlier, far remoter writers are clear, definite, unmis- 
takable personalities. Dante, Rabelais, Chaucer, we know 
well; and the identities of his own contemporaries, 
Spenser, Marlowe, Sidney, Ben Jonson, stand out in 
unquestionable oudine. 

Does it not seem hkely that, just as, with the aid of the 
“iniquity of oblivion” and the “scattering” of time’s 
“poppies,” the very genius of Homer aided the dissolution 
of his personality, so the very genius of Shakespeare has 
assisted in this blurring of his mortal lineaments f 
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Poets who are able, as Keats said of himself— and they 
are the greatest of all — so to lose their identity in the thing 
they are contemplating that they cease to possess the 
contours of personal character, do they not, for that very 
cause, become the clearest-sounding reeds, the most 
transparent mediums, for our univers^ humanity ? 

In other words, is not the obscurity of Homer’s and 
Shakespeare’s personality the inevitable result of the 
quality of their particular greatness i 

For what, when you consider it, is the nature of die 
emphatic personality which stands out so formidably in 
Dante and Milton? Precisely that towering and bel- 
Egerent egoism whose urge in writing is what we now 
would call self-expression or even propaganda, whereas 
the words of Hamlet to the players, about holding the 
mirror up to nature and snowing “virtue her own 
feature, scorn her own image, and the very age and 
body of the time his form and pressure,” are a shrewd 
hint of a completely different urge, the urge, namely, I 
will not say to justify Efe, but to present life, and to 
present it rather as an aesthetic spectade than as any sort 
of personal problem. 

Both Homer and Shakespeare have suffered from a 
curious subterranean jealousy in intellectual critics which 
is the counterpart to the equally untrustworthy idolatry 
among the masses. For these extremes of opinion spring 
really from the same source, namely, humanity’s inabiEty 
to beEeve in the natural power of supreme genius ; the 
critics attributing Homer’s work to a crowd of anonymous 
minstrels and Shakespeare’s to anybody rather than the 
unlearned actor-manager from Stratford, while the vulgar 
are tempted to turn them both into legendary figures of 
supernatural inspiration and fiiiry-story prowess. 

Between the jealous critic^ view, getting its curious 
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and morbid pleasure in a devastating iconoclasm and the 
idolatrous popular view, piling up legend on legend, it 
seems that the latter is, on the face of it, likely to be 
nearer the truth. 

The quarrel of so many intelligent people with tke 
accepted Shakespearean legend has, at the bottom of it, 
the clever person’s instinctive distrust of the miracle of 
genius. 

How could the son of a small-town butcher, even if he 
did pick up a smattering of law in a small-town law-office, 
who certainly never went to the University and who 
joined a play-acting troupe when the social position of 
actors was anything but respectable, how could such a 
man acquire tie knowledge of the world and the know- 
ledge of the classics, and of court, and camp, and law- 
courts, such as is revealed in the Plays e 

And then, once assuming that the player from Strat- 
ford couldnt have been the man, what more adapted to 
the robust intelligence of truth-seeking critics than to 
hunt about for someone who was experienced in all these 
high matters, and- to %ht first on my lord of Verulam, 
and then on the earl of this or the earl of that, who would 
be, or might be, or could conceivably be, just the person, 
if he had the mind, to throw off in his leisure moments 
such trifles as King Lear, Hamlet, Othello, Julius Caesar, 
The Tempest and so forth ? 

Nothing is more beautifully illustrative of that mixture 
of jealous scepticism as to what genius can do, and an 
in^te credulity as to what cryptograms and counterfeits 
and cozening conspiracies can do, than the history of what 
is called the Baconian Theory. I love the mental image — 
who wouldn’t ?— of a mysterious bastard of Queen- Eliza- 
beth, whose power of dramatic creation was only equalled 
by his power of legal chicanery and his scientific or^inality 
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only surpassed by his passion for cryptograms ; but to the 
humblest book-worm with any respect for die mystery 
of style it is simply impossible, notwithstanding the 
evidence of mountains of cryptograms, that out of the 
same spiritual workshop, even if the playwright lifted 
whole passages from the latter, should have come the 
Plays and die Essays. 

The psychological truth is, that when once you cut 
yourself adrift from the homely wonders of common 
tradition and let your astute rational logic go to die 
limit, you find yourself landed in far wilder possibilities 
than tmt a man could write Hamlet without going to 
Oxford or the Merchant of Venice without bdng Lord 
Chancellor. 

Ben Jonson would have had to have been in the plot, 
and the whole elaborate conspiracy against posterity would 
have to be attributed to the snobbish desire of the great 
Personage not to be known as anything so gross, so 
vulgar, so ungendemanly, as die supreme dramatist of 
his time. 

The literary rival who in his own day derisively sneered 
at this “ Shake-scene” must have been as much fooled as 
we are ; and it is certain that John Milton — ^no mean 
judge of stylistic subdeties — ^when he wrote : 

If Jomon’s learned sock be on. 

Or sweetest Shakespeare, Fancy’s child, 

"Warble his native wood-notes wild, 

would have been astonished, if not extremely ai^ry, to 
learn that his favourite poet was not an honest commoner 
from the Warwickshire woods at all, but a tided 
“ Malignant ” of a sycophantic Court! 

-The enemies of our Stratford Shakespeare evidaidy 
differ from Mdton as to wherein consists the essaitM 
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quality of the poetry of the plays. Milton — and I cordially 
agree with him, though I boggle at the word “warble” — 
evidently thinks that the essence of Shakespeare’s style lies 
in the way his images are drawn from the countryside 
and the way his imagination is steeped in the sounds and 
sights of English ear^ and water ; whereas it is clear diat 
what these opponents hold to be the important element 
is the number' of allusions it contains to the Classics, to 
Jurisprudence and Geography, to International State- 
Craft, and to the political History of the World. 

The things, in fact, that our hterary Sherlock Holmeses 
in their exposure of this actor-poacher of the wild woods 
who signed his name anyhow, care nothing for and 
understand nothing of, are the mysteries of poetry. 

That there should be words and even whole phrases in 
common between Shakespeare and Bacon is htde to 
Mdton or to Keats or to any other poet who knows the 
depth of the spiritual and Hterary gulf that divides the 
Plays from the Essays. 

The appeal in this matter is from the detective-school 
of criticism to what might be called the school of poetic 
tradition ; but the final issue as to whether the vagabond- 
actor from Warwickshire, with his “wood-notes wild,” 
could write what we know as the Plays of Shakespeare 
depends on one’s faith in the sheer power of genius to 
override all handicaps. 

There is one argument, however, on the Stratford 
actor’s side that seems to me of no mean weight ; and 
that is an argument concerning the technical structure of 
the Plays. 

Putting aside their rhetorical and poetical seductiveness, 
no one be found to deny the unique effectiveness of 
this vast mass of plays as extraordinarily artfiil theatre- 
work. This is proved by the successful experiments that 
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have recently been made of playic^ them in modem 
dress, and it has been proved again and again during the 
last three hundred years, by their professional poputoty, 
not only with “stage-stars,” but with the rank and file 
of the entertainers of the people. Nor can we discount 
in this connection what might crudely be called their 
box-office success. 

Now, one is continually being. reminded of the diffi- 
culties encountered by poets who try to write for the 
stage without a working knowledge of stage-craft ; and 
it seems, on the face of it, more unlikely that some young 
Elizabethan nobleman, not to speak of a busy statesman- 
lawyer, could acquire this intimate stage-craft, and acquire 
it as none other has ever done, than that a country-bom 
actor of unexampled genius could pick up from his aristo- 
cratic cronies and scholarly patrons enough classical and 
historical material to body forth his inspired imaginations. 

Listen, reader, to our actor-poet’s own words : 

Alas ! 'tis true I have gone here and there 
And made myself a modey to the view, 

Gor’d mine own thoughts, sold cheap what is most dear, 
Made old offences of Sections new ; 

Most true it is that I have looked cm truth 
Askance and strangely . . . 

Does not this sonnet most perfecdy suggest the early 
years of one who before he put off his “motley” was 
destined to “look on truth” through the eyes of the 
greatest number of impassioned “masks” ever brought 
upon a human stage i 

Surely it is the most natural of all things that the greatest 
of playwr^hts should have been an actor ; and indeed, 
all the most characteristic touches in the plays are not 
' only an actor’s touches but those of an actor who has 
come from the country; 
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We get the impression from the Sonnets, and it is fully 
borne out in the Plays, of a man swayed by every wind 
of erotic passion, a man torm«ired, ravaged, scoriated by 
love, and also of a man who inevitably uses country 
sigbte and sounds to express these fedhngs. 

'We are made aware of an ideal passion for some lovely 
youth of the poet’s own sex, and of a far more dangerous 
and less exalted feeling for some very seductive, very 
witty, and very treacherous woman. 

An this falls in naturally with the life ot a daring 
adventurer from Warwickshire, saturated — as we cannot 
conceive a frshionable yoimg nobleman or an ambitious 
law-student to have been — with country things. His 
favourite books, too, seem to have been just the ones 
that an adventurous young actor would naturally prefer. 
Plutarch’s Lives, the Works of Rabelais — ^for the reference 
to the “mouth of Gargantua” in As You Like It is frr more 
suggestive of a real intimacy with this Book of Books 
than the rather contemptuous and stupid reference made to 
it by Montaigne — ^the Essays of Montaigne himself, and the 
works of his own contemporary, Christopher Marlowe. 

It might have been better for him if he’d read Rabelais 
with evoi greater care ; for he might in that way have 
gone deeper than he does in Love’s Lcdjour Lost into the 
“bettering of the mind,” and have come to recognize 
even more than he does in Hamlet, the philosophical 
absurdity of national wars. He might also, incidentally, 
have come to see the intellectual superiority of the Greeks 
over the Romans ! 

Grandly him, then, to be the actor-manager going up 
to town from Stratford and returning to Str^ord to buy 
the New Place, and to plant mulberry-trees, and to sue 
“Old Double” for fourpence hal^enny, and to play 
backgammon in the tavern, and to pet hh daughter, and 
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to leave his lady the bed on which we may suppose, 
thinking of Venus and Adonis, she seduced him as a 
your^-lad, it is easy to see how his lack of Greek — and, 
indeed, I think some queer accidental prejudice that could 
only have grown up in a self-educated man was the 
result of this — ^limited his response to Homer to an id^- 
ization of that “sweet war-man” Hector and a rooted, 
almost rustic hostility to Helen, whose “lips sucked forth 
the soul” from Marlowe’s Faust. 

And it is still easier to see how inevitably it happened 
that while his poetry is so often entangled in the elaborate 
flights of an over-dever verbal wit, he should instinctively 
resort, when his feelings are most deeply stirred, to 
snatches from old country ballads, things that few great 
court noblemen and few learned university wits would 
naturally pick up, a traditional vein that is different from 
the familiar Border Ballads, and seems to carry with it 
the rural atmosphere of the more purely Englhh shires. 
The mellow humour of those Gloucestershire scenes, too, 
when Falstaff goes recruiting and we are introduced to 
Justice Shallow and Master Silence, leave a taste in the 
mouth hard to regard as the evocation of anyone not 
steeped in country ways ; and the same applies to this : 

Rochester, An Inn Yard. 

Enter Carrier with a lantern in his hand. 

First Car. Heigh-ho ! An’t be not four by the day Tfl be 
hanged; Charlcs^Wain is over the new chimney, and yet our 
horse not packed. What, osder ! 

Osf. {within). Anon, anon. 

First Car. I prithee, Tom, beat Cut’s saddle, put a few flocks 
in the point : me poor jade is wrung in the withers out of all 
cess. 

Biter another Carrier. 

Sec. Car, Peas and beans are as dank here as a dog, and that 
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is the next way to give poor jades the bots : this house is turned 
upside down since Robin Ostler died. 

First Car. Poor fellow ! never joyed since the price of oats 
rose, it was the death of him. 

But leaving this defence of Shakespeare as an actor- 
manager come up from the country, we now find our- 
selves confronted by one especially vague and unsatis- 
factory spot in all the hv^e mass, the ever-increasing mass, 
of Shiespearean interpretation. 

It seems to me that every conceivable aspect of Shake- 
speare’s art has been intimately discussed except what is 
surely the most important of all ; I mean that mental and 
emotional reaction to human Hfe, which in unsophisti- 
cated drcles is called a writer’s “message.” 

And that this essence of the whole matter has been so 
thinly and vaguely interpreted is not merely due to the 
fact mat our impassioned reformers of society fail to find 
in him the sort of rounded-off system for improving our 
mortal lot that seems to them alone worthy of the name 
of “philosophy” ; it is also due to the fact that, as with 
Homer, Shakespeare’s philosophic “message” is so difiused 
throi^hout his poetic rhetoric and throughout the humours, 
(hlemmas, fancies, and poignancies of his “wood-notes 
wild,” that it requires a spellbound intimacy not only with 
the temper of his style and the accents of his voice but with 
the spiritual impKcations of his habitual stresses, silences, 
reserves, and avoidances to catch the drift of the tide. 

To my mind; the most iUuminating interpretations of 
Shakespeare’s “philosophy” are to be found in certain 
careless and casual remarks scattered through* the essays 
of Lamb and the letten of Keats ; while among more 
pretentious works I confess to having found the audacious 
and hvely study by Hamlet’s feUow-national, George 
Brandes, the most rewarding. 
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The vast shelves of books upon Shakespeare in our own 
tongue are, as I have presumed to hint, at their weakest 
in diis most important aspect of the subject. His char- 
acters have been discussed to a point of weariness, his 
allusions to every mortal subject have been catalogued, 
his sources collated, his dramatic art explained, and here 
and there — ^though much more rarely — a. poet like Cole- 
ridge, or a critic like Hazlitt, has thrown Ught upon the 
technical secrets of his actual poetry ; but me mere feet 
that such a simple expression as “ the philosophy of Shake- 
speare” is calculated to give a scholarly student no slight 
shock is a proof of what litde headway has been made in 
-the essence of the matter. 

In the few cases where such an attempt has been under- 
taken one is conscious of a moral idealization that leaves, 
if I may coin such an expression, a hollow sweetness in 
the mouth, and not only this, but an uncomfortable feel- 
ing that the man has been made so completely “every- 
thing,” that, like the Deity in a logical pantheistic system, 
he hovers on the brink of the antinomic “nothing.” 

What I would like to suggest in this place is that it is 
just as possible to be a disciple of die philosophy of Shake- 
speare as to be a disciple of the philosophy of St. Paul or 
Dante or Rabelais or Goethe; nor do I think that the 
feet of his being a playwright need throw any insur- 
mountable difficSties in the way. 

Surely, a reader of the plays endowed with any degree 
of intelligence can catch through the seductive clamour of 
opposing voices a clear drift of the author’s personal 
reaction to life, a drift: revealed not only by the thousand 
floating straws and bubbles and foam-wisps and revolving 
eddies upon the surface of the tide, but by the unrevealing 
nature of the “murmurs and scents” of the unknown sea 
towards which it is moving. 
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And how would a person who, in the company of 
Platonists, and Epicureans, and Stoics, and Christians, 
dedared himself to be of “the School of Shakespeare,” 
At-dne his emotional and intellectual attitude ’ 

In the first place he would, I think, declare himself an 
individualist ; one, that is to say, who finds in the char- 
acter of the individual, rather' than in any collective or 
standardized “ideology” as we call it now, the chief 
redeeming element in the world and the best hope for 
the well-being of humanity. 

And when we enquired what particular aspects of per- 
sonal character are to be regarded as fundamental, it seems 
to me that even the most modest of Shakespeare’s disciples 
would be forced to reply, “Courage, magnanimity, and 
an open mind.” Carrying our presumptuous inquisition 
from die social into the metaphysical sphere and enquiring 
of our reserved Shakespearean disciple about the existence 
of God and of a life after d^th, we should merely be 
answered in a final and absolute “Nobody knows !” 

Nothing, in fact, emerges more unmistakably as the 
attitude of Shakespeare to these crucial questions — ^Ebs 
the Universe an underlying purpose ? Does man’s soul 
survive death? Is there an overruling conscious Intel- 
ligence? — ^than an undeviating agnosticism. And this 
.agnosticism, as it gradually takes possession of us in read- 
ing the plays, turns out to be no more than a heightened 
poetic empha^ upon the average individual’s normal 
instinct. 

Talk to any ordinary person, lucky or unlucky, the 
first comfortable citizen you meet; or ^e first tramp you 
meet, and you 'will soon catch them referring to God in 
the precise Shakespearean tone, that is to say, in a tone 
that blends natural superstition, conventiotud reverence, 
egotistical emotion, with complete agnosticism. 
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Talk to them about the mystery of evil, and their tone 
will be the same, a combination of universal human' 
superstition, traditional morality, individual passion, and 
a wistful incorrigible feeling that nobody really knows. 

And then, fin^y, bring up the subject of death ; and 
behold, with one universal sigh and shrug of the shoiilders, 
firom the Hebrides to Land’s End you’ll get the true 
Shakespearean answer ; “He’s out of his troubles,” or 
“She’s safe firom it all now,” and “The rest is silence.” 

But you will protest at this point ^ “How can you call 
it philosophy when Shakespeare goes no further about 
God, and Immortality, and Good and Evil than the 
average well-meaning citizen and the average much- 
enduring tramp ? Isn’t it precisely to enlighten this primi- 
tive ignorance, to purge these traditional superstitions, to 
make logical these irrational hopes, that the Great Thinkers 
have rounded off their vast Systems, and drat Plato and 
Aristotle and Kant and Hegel have received so much 
honour?” 

Ah ! but that is the whole point ! The philosophy of 
Shakespeare is of such great value just because, with an- 
originality that is the more stardii^ the more you realize 
what it means, he does catch the common accent, the 
common tone, the universal mingling of superstition with 
agnosticism, which is the average man’s instinctive re- 
sponse to the mystery of the universe. 

Shakespeare, in &ct, held in sober earnest what the 
Catholic Church claims in dogmatic theory — securus 
judicat orbis terrarum, “the whole world’s opinion is a safe 
guide.” Did he hold this philosophical brief for the 
common man’s philosophy, as some have claimed, in 
order with subtle equivocations to wheedle us back into 
the arms of Mother Church ? 

.Was Shakespeare, in other words, the inspired inventor 
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of the fesdnating conjuring-trick of Mr. Chesterton ? I 
cannot think so. Indeed, it seems to me that there is as 
n^nrh difference between using the average man’s instinct 
as a jumping-off board for submission to the Church and 
^iCTTig them as an Aetemum Organum in themselves, as 
there is between the monastical piety of St. Thomas i 
Kempis and the evangelical piety of Rabelais. 

It has been inevitable that, having poetized with an 
unequalled glamour the philosophy of the man in the 
street, Shakespeare should receive some shrewd buffets 
from the more daring among our modem intelligentsia. 
Tolstoy regarded him as an unholy supporter of a de- 
generate aristocracy and as a hot champion of the world, 
die flesh, and the devil; and in our own day his 
individualistic — one might almost say his anarchistic — 
indifference both to political reform and political stand- 
ardization would clap him into gaol in any other country 
than ours. 

But luckily his philosophy is so widely shared in Great 
Britain, and we have got so much of his distrust of “Great 
Think ers” and their rational conclusions, that this humor- 
ous agnostic attitude of his, combined "with his reverence 
for tradition, strikes us all as so natural that we tend to 
just take it for granted, without bothering our heads 
about its somewhat startling implications. 

And startling indeed these implications are ! 

Here we have a mass of plays, comical, historical, 
historical-tragical, greater in biflk, higher in quality, more 
appealing in poignance, more seductive in style than those 
of any other dramatist ; a mass of plays to find a counter- 
poise for which from the classical world you would have 
to add Sophocles to Euripides and both to Aristophanes. 
And what is their subject-matter i From firet to last the 
palpable, viable, sectdar, human, too-human spectacle! 
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No wrestling with the cosmological problem, no reiter- 
ated and obstinate delving into me problem of good and 
evil, no desperate fathoming of the social problem, no 
introduction of Gods or Devils or Messiahs, or Demi- 
gods or Prophets or Saints ; and finally, as Ruskin says, 
not one single hero whose character is not weakened and 
thwarted by obvious and most disastrous faults ! 

At the same time, and this is of the very essence of the 
matter,' none of our stout rationalists, positivists, material- 
ists, determinists, atheists have ever thought of claiming 
Shakespeare as a kindred spirit. 

In some extraordinary way the man has become an 
inspired medium, an undistorted, untwisted human reed, 
through whom the Natural Man — ^an entity rarely found, 
perhaps never found in actual Ufe, but of whose nature 
we all have something — can express his spontaneous 
reverence, his recurrent scepticism, his undying hopes, his 
fluctuating despairs, his intermittent faith, his treacheries, 
and his loyalties. 

One frequendy hears a person say, “I couldn’t stand 
it, if it weren’t for my sense of humour.” 

Now, I am tempted to think that what these people 
mean by their “sense of humour” is not exacdy that they 
see themselves as ludicrous or comical in their predica- 
ment, still less that they see their persecutors or persecu- 
tions as something fuimy. What I think they mean is 
that they “couldn’t stand it” if they hadn’t, by some 
lucky mental device, the power of detaching themselves 
from the painful situation, and qontemplating it as drama. 
It is, indeed, I suspect, by our dramatic instinct, the 
mysterious comfort we get from seeing ourselves, and 
those who make us suffer, firom the vantage-ground of a 
certain interior balcony-seat, that enables us to endure, 
hi other words, as long as we don’t know what is going 
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to happen next, as long as the play of our life remains a 
play, we can stick it out. 

It is when it ceases to present itself to us in the likeness 
of a play, with unknown Acts and Scenes before us, and 
we lookhig on, and watching ourselves behaving like 
ourselves and the others behaving like themselves, that we 
commit suidde. 

It has ceased to be a play. We have lost “our sense of 
humour.” It has become reality. And no man can fiice 
reality and live. 

As Ibsen so beauti&lly hinted in the Wild Duck, we 
must hang on to our Life Illusion by the hahr of its head. 
We all must save our face to ourselves. And this “sense 
of humour,” which is in reality a sense of drama, is one 
of the means by which we save our fzce. 

Falstaff saved his face by his life-illusion of bein^ “not 
only witty but the cause why wit is in other men” ; and 
it is a device that all shrewd people learn, to dodge the 
shame of their cowardice by what they would call 
“humorously” admitting it. 

Now the whole mass of Shakespeare’s Plays is an im- 
passioned chorus of elog^uent life-illusions and humorous 
admissions. He is the supreme dramatist because he found 
in this clashing discord of multitudinous life-illusions a 
mystic harmony, a strange and abysmal beauty. His 
genius was of that particular nature which enables a 
person to become other people, and become several other 
pe^le at the same time. 

Tnis power of becoming a medium, a reed, a wind- 
haip, an unblemished mirror, approaches the extremely 
ambiguous power of yielding ourselves up to obsession 
or possession, or, as the spiritualists say, to being “con- 
ttoned.” 

And one feels this “control” of the poet by the anony- 
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mous generations of common men and women more 
tihan anything else in the plays. Shakespeare becomes all 
his hapless and desperate and eloquent characters. They 
possess him. Not he them. He becomes Lear. He be- 
comes the Fool in Lear. He becomes Prospero. He also 
becomes Caliban. He becomes Hamlet. He also becomes 
Ophelia. He becomes Falstaff. He also becomes Harry 
die Fifdi condemning Falstaff. He becomes Csesar. He 
also becomes Brutus killing Cassar. His genim is that it 
can be obsessed by the simple equally with the subtle, 
by the feelings of a woman equally with the feelings of 
a man. 

And it seems as if this in itself throws more light than 
a thousand anecdotes could do on the personality of the 
man. He couldn’t have had the preoccupations of a 
scientist or a statesman. He couldn’t have had the dignity 
and egoism of a poet like Dante or Milton. 

He may very well have been — ^in feet I suspect he cer- 
tainly was — of a weaker, airier, more emotional, less com- 
pact, more flexible nature than Montaigne or Cervantes. 

It is George Brandes who shrewdly remarks that his 
genius itself gives one the impression of being composed 
of a stuff oilighter weight than that which composed the 
genius of Rabelais ; and no one, I think, can read the 
Sonnets without being aware of a nervous, high-strvmg, 
quicksilver temperament behind this impassioned sequaice, 
that is the reverse of everything strong, steady, well- 
poised and calm, the reverse, in feet, of ^ that Matthew 
Arnold calls him— ** self-scanned, self-schooled, self- 
honoured, sdlf-secure!” 

But returning to what a person would aim at who 
decided to become a disciple of Shakespeare rather than 
of Dante, say, or of Milton, or of Goethe, or of 
Dostoievsky. 
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In the first place, such an one would be what you 
rniglif: call a fluid and malleable individualist ; that is to 
say, an individualist whose egoism is tempered by such 
simple virtues as generosity, mercy, loyalty, coxirage, and 
gaideness. 

In the second place, such an one would retain an un- 
waverir^ agnosticism towards all the great ultimate ques- 
tions, such as whether there is a life after death, whether 
the universe has a purpose, whether such a purpose takes 
cognizance of man, whether evil is a positive or a negative 
power, whether matter is eternal, whether God is a Person 
who rhinks and loves or a blind creative Force. 

In the third place, such an one would hold the view 
that the usage and customs and traditions and conven- 
tions of ordhiary humanity contain more vdsdom than 
the most logical systems of the profoundest philosophers. 

In the fourth place, such an one would avoid every kind 
of extravagant, violent. Quixotic, fanatic virtue ; remain- 
ing infinitely indulgent both to his own lapses, weak- 
nesses, and indolences, and to the lapses, weaknesses, and 
indolences of others. 

“Be not over-righteous, nor take upon thyself to be 
over-wise. Why shouldest thou destroy thyself?” is the 
Shakespearean attitude; and like all other great mental 
attitudes, it can be dehberately and consciously cultivated ; 
and the more a person cultivates it the more he will 
Hmit his fiiith, limit his trust, limit his confidence amid 
all the contradictions and paradoxes of life to the basic 
human qualities of Courage, Magnanimity, and an open 
Mind. 

It is impossible to saturate yourself with the plays of 
Shakespeare as a few great actors and a good many im- 
passioned book-worms have done without acquiring a 
sort pf— what shall I call it e — ^ sort of interior emotional 
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bias which beneath all personal cowardice, meanness, and 
bigotry points like compass-needle to Courage, Magna- 
nimity, and an Open Mind L 

And this generous open mind, which is the dominant 
emotional result of reading these plays, takes to itself, the 
more a person s private experience thickens, some ex- 
tremely starthng and revolutionary aspects. 

It becomes, in fact, a mental method, beyond all logical 
definition, of dispensing with all philosophical systems, 
yes, by heaven ! and I might almost say, of dispensing with 
philosophy itself! 

The secret we learn from Shakespeare is, in fact, the 
magical and wanton gift — like the note of a fairy horn 
sounding in the brain of a witless younger son — of catch- 
ing the spirit of life upon the wing, by means of a brave 
heart, a naughty fency, and an irresponsible gaierosity, 
rather than of running it to earth by studying Tao-ism 
or Buddhism or CadSSlicism, or by making a cult of 
Hedonism. It is, of course, by means of a mixture of 
good health and a certain blessed stupidity that so many 
dare-devil rogues of both sexes scramble through life 
with a minimum of insanity. 

■Well ! What the sophisticated and the sensitive among 
us can get fi:om soaking ourselves in these plays is the 
crafty and celestial trick of making a certain fanciful 
humour and a certain airy imagination— as these are bom 
like wanton elves in the detached intelligence — serve just 
as well as the good digestion, the hard heart, and the 
thick-skinned canousness of these honey-suckle rake-hells. 

Now the substitution of poetic fancy and wanton 
humour for philosophy is the supreme gift of the mixed 
race inha bi ting our British Isles; and what Shakespeare 
has really done, in thus substitutibg humour for philo- 
sophy, and the imagination for reason, as the ultimate 
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weapons of the soul, is merely to make an unlimited 
linman universal out of a limited insular particular. 

He is only doing here in the moral sphere what he does 
in regard to Nature in dhe material sphere ; for although 
he rarely moitions a flower, a tree, a plant, and still more 
rarely a beast or a bird, that couldn’t be found within a 
few miles of Stratford, this provinciality of flora and 
fauna, and of the changing expressions of earth and sky 
and land and sea, becomes so universal in his hands that 
it seems perfecdy natural for Antony to pursue Cleopatra 
up the Nile like a “doting mallard” from Squire Lucy’s 
great pond, or for Ophelia to sink to her muddy death 
at Elsinore with the “long purples” of Avon-bank loose- 
strife in her arms. 

All thror^h these plays the greatest philosophical 
dilemmas, the profoimdest philosophical antinomies are 
just fancifully played with; and almost always, when 
matters get intolerably tragic, ilns with a word like the 
“ripeness is all” in Lear, or “the rest is silence” in Hamlet, 
or “this parting is wdl made” in Julius Caesar, or “rounded 
with a sleep” in the Tempest, or'“then I defy you, stars !” 
in Romo and Juliet, or “all oiu: yesterdays have lighted 
fools” in Macbeth, that the open door and the magnanimity 
and the courage of his Message are preserved. 

What Shakespeare does in all his ultimate tragic 
momaits is to indicate the whole burden of human fife 
in a brief or a broken sentence, a sentence that is like a 
agh or a cry or a start or a sob or a spasm or a groan ; but 
is anything-rather than the sort of philosophic^ summary 
of the situation we get with the Greeks or the sort of 
rounded ethical apologue we get with the French. 

Tolstoy attacked Shakespeare on the ground that he was 
a propagmdist for the aristocracy against the masses ; and 
it is impossible to deny that, over and over again, he seems 
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to do his Utmost to make the crowd, the mob, the multi- 
tude, the hoi polloi appear fickle, cruel, changeable, gross, 
and ridiculous. 

We feel this about the mob in Julius Ccesar, about the 
mob in Coriolanus, and, above all, about poor Jack Cade’s 
modey followers in Henry VI. 

But though we have just to accept this dishke of the 
mob, a dislike which almost appears, judging fiom the 
tone he habitually uses, to amount to a nervous mania, 
the fact remains that the moment he dramatizes any indi- 
vidual member of this same mob, his genius for throwing 
himself into the heart and inwards of any living human 
creature, and of reacting to the whole gamut of hfe from that 
creature’s mood, forces him to come to terms with what 
his personal mania- heartily dislikes. Thus, in spite of a 
fastidiousness that would strike Rabelais as shameful and 
totally unworthy of a noble intellect, the moment any of 
these gross-mouthed “honest cods” from the labouring 
classes come to life under his touch, they become not only 
witty and entertaining, but most formidably humorous 
at the expense of his J^e ladies and gendemen ! 

This whole attitude of his is summed up in the contrast 
between Caliban and Prospero, but it is diflSised through- 
out a hundred scenes ; and in the figure of the Homeric 
Thersites, through whose bitter tongue he delights to 
make these famous Greeks, of whom he was probably 
weary of hearing learned men talk, look like hulking 
bully-boys, he lets himself go in a vein of farcical rustic 
profrnity. 

The truth is, that his reckless wit was continually, as 
Bm Jonson protested, bursting all bounds. He is the 
supreme example of genius wi& the bit in its teeth, with 
the bridle flung down on its neck, of genius knowing no 
law but its own humours ; and when, as in all the 

303 



THE PLEASURES OF LITERATURE 

supremely tragic moments, the whirlwind of passion 
begets its own “temperance and smoothness,” one feels 
that this is not due to any consciously restraining art but 
to the inherent nature of passion itself, made simple and 
direct by its own intensity. 

Nothing controlled his imagination but those technical 
necessities of the theatre itself in which he was both a 
practised master and a daring experimenter; and it is 
clear to-day from the way his plays are cut that no age 
but his own, and no audiences but the audiences he must 
have had, would have endured the hcences he allowed 
himself. His imagination, his fancy, his flickering, ser- 
pentine, convoluted wit, his towering rhetoric, were 
ready to burst out at any moment and on all occasions ; 
and over the tumultuous chaos of the hoarse, rasping, 
bewildering performance whereof Providence itself is the 
stage-manager, he was forever flinging, from an inexhaust- 
ible fount within himself, the seductive music of a unifying 
orchestration. How well one comes to know die peculiar 
Shakespearean literary devices, some absolute in their per- 
fection, hke his passion for broken tags from old songs, 
old saws, old proverbs, old Mother-Goose oracles and 
nursery-rhymes, introduced when the emotional tension 
is so extreme that only wild, mad, babbled nonsense could 
give it its true expression, but others most curiously con- 
fusing, like the extravagant flintasies and punning mbbles 
of his early comedies, and the tortuous intellectual con- 
volutions of his later romantic melodramas. 

These latter are, indeed, so packed with image upon 
image and thought upon thought that they make Henry 
James and Meredith seem simple and obvious in com- 
parison. And as for the themes of his plays, he snatched 
at th^ from every direction ; but he always gave them 
his own peculiar twist, his own tone and over-tone. 
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Upon English and Roman history — ^known to kim from 
our own Chroniclers and from Plutarch — ^he played as if 
upon the virginals, stressing what notes he pleased and 
exaggerating all manner of original predilections. 

■^^at, for instance, put it into his head to make the 
abused Glendower into such a hero ? What put it into 
his head to turn the heroic and learned Lollard, Sir John 
Oldcasde, into Sir John Falstaif ? 

One of his most interesting plays from a psychological 
point of view, though in dramatic construction it is one 
of his worst, is that same farcical Troilus and Cressida. 
Here he gives vent not only to a violent reaction against 
his own attitude to women, but to a reaction against one 
of the chief poetic cults of his time. Surely this market- 
tavern treatment of the Homeric Greeks is a sufficient 
proof that he was anything but a learned and courtly 
aristocrat ! 

In an age when Chapman was translating Homer, what 
earthly excuse, save some savage Swift-like laceration of 
his own feelings, 'and possibly a humorous desire to please 
his Welsh friends by praising their reputed ancestors the 
Trojans, had he got for die wayward, mischievous, 
cynical, and ribald tone he took in this play ? 

But it is, for sdl that, one of (he most fascinating of his 
works ; and not only from the point of view of its per- 
sonal revelation and its incorrigible pessimism. Just con- 
sider the reactionary and scandalous conservatism m that 
startling speech of Ulysses about class and place and 
degree, and observe how he carries it off.! 

And what man-satisfying cynicism in making Cressid 
into a really flagrant whore 1 In no other play does he 
allow his curious passion for convolutions of verbal wit 
to carry. him quite so fer. He lets himself go, as we say, 
with complete moral, emotional, and aesthetic irresponsi- 
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bility ; and few of his real lovOrs will begrudge him this 
one single, sweet, dark plunge into the less magnanimous, 
the less courageous, me less indulgent portion of his 
heart! 

Troilus and Cressida represents, indeed, that “one touch 
of nature” — ^and we must remember that diis famous line 
itself comes from this queer play — ^which “makes the 
whole world kin,” by giving to the woman-hating, 
culture-hating element that exists in most men’s natures, 
at any rate in most Englishmai’s natures, a gross, cynical, 
stable-yard expression after its own heart I 

As I have hinted, it hardly seems conceivable that it 
was only to please his Welsh friends — though he un- 
doubtedly does hold a brief for both the Welsh and their 
Trojan ancestors — ^that he turns Achilles into a mean and 
spiteful ruffian, Patroclus into an effeminate minion, and 
Ajax into a down. 

Yes, it must have been that he had suddenly become 
irritated by some overweening group of young university 
aesthetes, with Homer for ever in their mouths, anti that 
this singular production, championing the “sweet war- 
man” Hector, is his retort 

One thing is dear. We certainly shouldn’t be shocked 
if any other dramatist had tumed 'so savagely upon wornen 
in the portrait of Cressid ; and this itseff is significant 

Thins: of the number of women that play a dominant 
part in these plays; and save for Regan and Goneril, 
where are die wicked deceivers, the cruel intriguers, the 
shamdess whores, the treacherous light-of-loves ? 

Outside a few termagants and the desperate and heroic 
Lady Macbeth, and the Queai in Cymbeline — ^for one feds 
only sympathv for Gertrude of Denmark and poor Doll 
Tearsheet, while Cleopatra is simply Cleopaora — ^ffie 
women in Shakespeare are undoubtedly the noblest, 
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sweetest, wittiest, cleverest, loyalest, and most entirely 
lovable women in all literature. 

And what does this mean ? Why does he feel so tenderly 
for, and believe so wholeheartedly in, all the daughters 
of Eve? 

Had he more of the woman in him than other writers ? 
Is it a usual characteristic of a man who can idealiTe a 
youth of his own sex to the tune he does in the Sonnets 
to feel for women like this ? Is it not rather the very thing 
in him which I have attempted so fumblii^ly to hint at 
as the quintessence of his peculiar genius, his rooted distrust 
of logic and of all that is usually called philosophy ? 

Is it not, in feet, his open mind towards intimations, 
intuitions, and instincts, as against reason i In any case, 
his personal cult of m^nanimity and courage must have 
Miabled him to handle women rather in the spirit of 
Hardy than in- the spirit of Strindberg. Nor was his 
humour of the kind — as was the humour of Rabelais and 
Cervantes and Sterne — ^that puts women at a disadvantage. 
His humour was composed, in almost equal parts, of 
poetry and -wit. It was the kind of humour that lends 
itself to the presence of women and that goes well widi 
women. 

Doll upon Falstaff’s knee feels an authentic pang of 
pure grief when the old reprobate has to go to the wars. 
Betweai Cordelia and the Fool there was a most tender 
and romantic link. His humour is, indeed, as closely 
linked with that quaUty in him that got him the appella- 
tion of the “gentle Shakespeare” as it is linked widi the 
ahry, wanton, village-feir tone in which he alludes to 
“ country-matterSi,” 

And just because of this gentleness in its grossness, and 
fhis poetry in its realism, the Shakespearean humour lends 
iteelf, above all other kinds, to the presaice of tragedy. 
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This is not the case with Rabelais’s humour. Think of 
the death of the noble Badebec, the mother of Pantagruel ! 
Had Shakespeare had the handling of that great scene 
there would have beai, I admit, less unequalled unction 
of homely gusto over the giant’s lusty progeny, but there 
would have been something else — a. touch of we all know 
what— in the good old drinker’s eulogy on his lost lady ! 

But after all has been said of the nearness of this stirrup- 
cup humour to this mounting tragedy — ^which is only a 
return to the cosmic-comic Goat-Song at the beginning 
of the theatric art— it remains that what overwhelms all 
readers of Shakespeare, what drugs us into sudi beatitude, 
what magics us and medicines us into such oblivious 
felicity, what carries us away to such a tune that all 
criticism seems a pimping and paltry irrelevance, is his 
poetry itself, the cumulative music of the style in which 
he writes. The style of Shakespeare is, indeed, one of 
the three, or is it seven, artistic wonders of the world. 

And you can, with easy infallibility, discriminate it from 
the other Elizabethans. I don’t say it is always better 
than these others. It is sometimes worse. But it’s always 
different and recogiifrable. There’s a certain ringing, 
blood-stained, shivering cry in some of Marlowe’s litipj e 
that Shakespeare never reaches. There’s a majestic and 
rolling reverberation, like the echoes of celestial thunder- 
bolts on Satanic shields, in some of Milton’s lines that he 
never reaches. There’s a rndting absorption of syllabic 
sound into ecstasies of taste and touch and scoit, into 
subtle intimacies of atmosphere, in some of the poems of 
Eleats that he never reaches. 

But for headlong plunges into the wild heart of things, 
for airy swalbw-flights over the magical surface of things, 
for the fusing and the melting together of image with 
im£^e, emotion with emotion, memory with memory, 
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tall the beat of life’s wings, the pulse of reality’s blood, 
the shock of all that our race’s nerves have ever recorded, 
catches us up and whirls us away, there is nothing in 
literature like Shakespeare at his best ! 

And he can work his charm with the fewest of simple 
words : 


In such a n%ht 

Stood Dido with a willow in her hand, 
Upon the wild sea-hanks, and waft her love 
To come again to Carthage : 


or with a veritable hurricane and tempest of pded-up 
words,' words drowning and swallowing each other in 
the fiiry of their onset : 

Wilt thou upon the high and giddy mast 
Seal up the ship-boy’s eyes, and rock his brains 
In cradle of the rude imperious surge 
And in the ■visitation of the winds. 

Who take the ruflSan billows by the top. 

Curling their monstrous heads and hanging them 
Witli deafening clamours in the slippery clouds, 

That, with the hurly, death itself awakes ? 


No poet can be simpler, or more direct ; no poet can be 
more elaborate and more indirect. Simile follows simile 
like hand-clasped nymphs on the dandng-lawnsof the da'wn. 

Metaphor follows metaphor like ■wind-spirits melting 
into fire-spirits on the sunken shore-reefs of the sunset. 
The “Scattered armouries tossed on the tidal-waves of his 
language, the towering avalanches of his vocalization of 
mortal feelings, impressions, thoughts, imaginations, are 
constantly being intermitted by brief, laconic, pregnant 
sentences that fall to the rainy earth like shot birds. 

And the supreme use to which we can put this multi- 
tudinous many-sounding ocean of feeling, this mounting, 
sinking, ebbing, flo-wing, racing, lingering river of human 
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passion, is to have sailed on it, and swum in it, and drifted 
with it so long, that at every crisis in our life there shall 
reach our ears, with a Hving smack of that deep tide, a 
rich Shakespearean echo, consonant with, or at least con- 
tiguous to, the perilous stuff of our particular occasion. 

And it is the rounded firmament of the ultimate doubt, 
it is the huge convexity of die overhanging “perhaps,” 
that gives to the radiant-dark secularity of the Shake- 
spearean stage its heart-strung poignance. Courage, mag- 
nanimity, and an open mind towards a dark sky — ^such 
is the burden of this mighty fog-horn from the coasts of 
Albion, while the hurricanes “drench the steeples,” and 
“night’s black agents to their preys do rouse.” 

Were some young person to ask you, reader, from 
which of all Shakespeare’s plays can we get the rarest 
essence of his genius, which one would you name ? 

I suppose most people would at once say Hamlet, but 
for myself I should say King Lear. 

Hamlet is a subjective tragedy, the whole poignance of 
which — ^with Ophelia as its victim — depends on the (Char- 
acter of the protagonist. JFor this very reason it is the 
play towards which our disillusioned modem intellects 
instinctively turn, finding in it their anger, their bitter- 
ness, their sardonic humour, their cynical futility, their 
sophisticated pessimism, their bursts of “miching mal- 
ledho,” thdr sick weariness of the whole game of living. 

How natural, how inevitable, on such Hps sound these 
wild and whirling words, these tags and snatches of 
tormented pride, these mocking bubbles of the heart’s 
blood-stained foam ! 

WW let the strides deer go weep, 

The hart ungalled play ; 

For some must watch, while some must sleep : 

So runs the world away. 
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Would not diis, sir, and a forest of feathers, if the rest of my 
fortunes turn Turk with me, with two Provincial roses on my 
razed shoes, get me a fellowship m a cry of players, sir i 

Hot. Half a share. 

Ham. A whole one, 1. 

For thou dost know, O Damon dear. 

This realm dismanded was 
Of Jove himself ; and now reigns here 
A very, very — ^pajock. 

But in King Lear we are swept away, out of our private, 
self-lacerating, procrastinating, anti-sodal morbidities, into 
the vast pity and terror of the whole world’s grief, the 
whole world’s wrongs. 

What a gloss upon the wily Ulysses’s praise of “degree” 
in this chance-rmed life are the bed-rock commentaries 
upon the “pathos of difference” between man and man 
in Learl 

Ha! Here’s three on’s are sophisticated; thou art the thing 
itself; unaccommodated man is no more but such a poor, bare, 
forked animal as thou art. Off, off, you lendings I 

I cannot feel that for the depths of tragic human emotion 
anything in literature can touch certain passages in Lear, 
except perhaps that unbearable scene in Dostoievsky’s 
Idiot when me two talk together over the body of 
Nastasia, or that other occasion in his Possessed when 
Shatov is lured, away to be murdered just as his returned 
wife is in the pains of childbirth. 

Cor. How does my royal lord ? How feres your msyesty ? 

Lear. You do me wrong to take me out o’ the grave ; 

Thou art a soul in bliss ; but I am bound 
Upon a wheel of fire, that mine own tears 
Do scald like molten lead. 

And even Homer, when Odysseus is known by his dog 
and his nurse, and even Hardy, when Tess and Angel are 
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together at the last in that shuttered room, do not approach, 
no ! not by a fathom of salt tears, the scene where father 
and daughter are led away to prison. 

Cor. We are not the first 

Who, with best meaning, have incurred the worst. 

Shall we not see these daughters and these sisters s 

Lear. No, no, no, no ! Come, let’s away to prison ; 

We two alone will sing like birds i’ the cage : 

When thou dost ask my blessing I’ll kneel down, 

And ask of thee forgiveness ; so we’ll live, 

And pray, and sing, and tell old tales, and laugh 
At gilded butterflies ; and hear poor rogues 
Talk of court news ; and we’ll talk with them too, 

Who loses and Who wins ; who’s in, who’s out ; 

And take upon’s the mystery of things, 

As if we were God’s spies, and we’ll wear out. 

In a wall’d prison, packs and sets of great ones 
That ebb and flow by the moon. 

Edm. Take them away. 

Lear. Upon such sacrifices, my Cordelia, 

The gods themselves throw incense — ^Have I caught thee ? 

He that parts us shall bring a brand from heaven. 

And fixe us hence Hke foxes. Wipe thine eyes ; 

The goujeres shall devour them, flesh and fell. 

Ere they shall make us weep ; we’ll see ’em starve first. 

Come. 

No, tjiere has never beeii, and it is hard to believe that 
there ever will be, a mimic representation of human life 
equal to, the Plays of Shakespeare. To get an effect 
similar to the effect of reading this volume you would 
have, in some impossible way, to roll toge&er all the 
great novelists of the w'orld ; and then you wouldn’t get 
it,- because over this tossing sea of kings and clowns and 
warriors and honeysuckle„ rogues and Bedlam fools and 
lovely women the very firmament seems tp melt in such 
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a Starry ether of magical poetry that all this pathos and 
passion, nay ! all these conspiracies and crimes, seem 
played out to the music of the spheres for the delight 
of me “young-eyed cherubims.” 

And since courage and magnanimity, tossing on a “sea 
of troubles,” touched by a poetry that “redeems all 
sorrows,” and at the last “rounded by a sleep,” is Shake- 
speare’s reaction to our human predicament, it is natural 
enough that his genius should gather itself together in its 
most inspired force in the attempt to portray die opposite 
of courage, the opposite of magnanimity : and thus we 
get those two overpowering figures, Falstaflf, the philo- 
sopher of irresistible and bewitcliig cowardice, and lago, 
the incarnation of fathomless mahgnity. 

It is curious to note, in spite of the Sonnets, how deep 
what we nowadays call sex-normality goes with Shake- 
speare. When you come to consider Im whole concep- 
tion of these opposites to courage and magnanimity, you 
touch not some morbid and perverted twist of the nerves 
as with so many writers, but a universal weakness, a 
universal wickedness. 

To the former he is tender, with an infinity of humorous 
relish for an old sensualist’s incorrigible wit, but, as we 
remember that, “I know thee not, old man; fall to thy 
prayers!” he cannot exacdy be accused of condoning 
such behaviour. 

And in lago’s case it is the same. That “motiveless 
malignity” in him, noled by Coleridge, is no abnormal 
neurosis. Is it not what, if we were honest — ^Uke “honest, 
honest lago !” — ^we would have to confess we all, I say 
all, in some degree and measure, share i 

I would go so ^ .as to suggest that in a sublimated form 
it is what some of our most characteristic modem writers 
are tempted to betray. 
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“I will set down the pegs that make this music, as 
honest as I am.” Does hot a stir, a motion, a flicker of 
this revenge upon life, by undermining the sweet raptures of 
its happy innocents, give the devil’s own tone now and 
again to the words of our mouths and the meditations of 
our hearts? 

Yes, we all have the lago in us, as when we say: 
“Drown thyself? Drown cats and blind puppies. Put 
money in thy purse ” : just as we all have the Hamlet in 
us, when the whole visible world seems to us a “pestilent 
congregation of vapours.” 

But me best of all instances of what I might call Shake- 
speare’s abnormal normality, the thing in him that made him 
such a perfect medium for “all weakness that impairs, 
aU griefe that bow,” is his treatment of lust. 

He dealt with this aspect of universal human nature 
very early in his life. In Venus and Adonis we have a 
woman’s lust ; in The Rape of Lucrece a man’s, while one 
of the most effective of his Sonnets is entirely devoted to 
the thing’s normal psycho-physiological accompaniments. 

. And how does he deal with it? Exactly as he does 
later with jealousy, with ambition, with revenge, with 
cowardice. He gives it its full reach of seductive, eloquent, 
irresistible apologia, and then, coming full circle with a 
“dying fall’.’ of poetic realism, he indicates the character of 
the mortal “wisdom” that follows such mortal “excess.” 

It seems to me that without having recourse to anything 
outside the plays themselves we can form a pretty ade- 
quate idea of Shakespeare’s personality. There are certain 
characters among the rest that seem to have the very 
trick and favour of their begetter about them, so exquis- 
itely, so ddbcately, and with such a seductive.and beguuing 
sympathy are they described. 

The man must surely have had something in him of 
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the melanclioly Jacques, of the incorrigible Mercutio, of 
the desperate Timon, of die betrayed Trodus, of the 
“mad” Hamlet, of the detached and remote Prospero. 
He must have been swayed by his passions, precisely as 
his “good Horatio” and his upright Brutus were never 
swayed; and he must have suffered from the “rack of 
this tough world” exacdy as the weakest and most im- 
philosophic among us suffer. 

Yes, among the great writers of the world, for all his 
love of kings and warriors and fair women, none but 
Gogol and Dickens give you such a sense of reverence 
for that “quintessence of dust,” unaccommodated man, 
just as he is, with all his faults thick upon his head. 

Dead or aHve it is the same. “Beat not the bones of 
the buried ; when he breathed he was a man.” 

Is there not a curious comfort after hstening to the 
well-constituted preachers and the bragging optimists and 
the inviolable stoics to turn to so different a voice > 

“With a heart of furious fancies” he had fisUotved, if 
ever man had, those frtal enchantments of beauty and 
wit that are to be found, m this world, as Walter Pater 
says, “in small measure or not at all” ; and it is because 
he is the voice of the reckless and the passionate rather 
than of the wise and the prudent, the poet of lovers rather 
than of philosophers, that he is nearer to the heart of 
humanity than any other. 

“Think of living!” says the greatest of our modem 
sages ; but when in less lucky quarters we catch the sigh, 
“I wish I were dead !” is there no significance in recog- 
nizing this as a natural wish of Shakespeare’s ? 

Tired with all these, for restful death I cry, 

As to behold desert a beggar bom, 

And needy nothing trimm’d in jollity. 

And purest fidth ui^ppily forsworn. 
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And gilded honour shamefully misplac’d, 

And maiden virtue rudely strumpeted, 

And right perfection wrongfully disgraced, 

And stren^ by limping sway disabled, 

And art made tongue-tied by authority. 

And folly — doctor-like — controlling skill, 

And simple truth miscalled simplicity, 

And captive good attending captain ill ; 

Tir’d widi all these, from these would I be gone, 
Save that, to die, I leave my love alone. 
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I T is of a peculiar interest to me as an elderly man to 
note exactly how I react to Montaigne now that, 
numbering the years of my Hfe, I have managed to 
outhve the years of the great essayist. 

I think he is, for all his gallant praise of youdi as 
the heyday of our intellect, a writer pecuharly and 
espedaliy adapted to old age. I had almost said to infirm 
old age ; for though he fought stubbornly against it, and 
went on just the same, he suffered so abominably and for 
so many years from the anguish of the stone, that we 
feel, as we read him, that his long contest with this 
wicked complaint must have played a considerable part 
in the conditions under which he expressed his maturest 
genius. 

Certainly it seems to me that his work grows in interest 
the older ne grows. 

And how curious it is the way each great book of the 
world has its own special history with us, the successive 
stages of our own private life running parallel to our 
reactions to this particular mirror of the general life ! 

My own first acquaintance with Montaigne goes back 
to that profoundly subtle picture of the man and his ideas 
introduced by Walter Pater into the pages of Gaston de 
Latour. 

But as I read him now, after this lapse of years, I feel 
as if I were encountering quite a different Montaigne 
.from that image of him which so kindled the im^jnation 
of young Gaston. 

The Montaigne who arrests me now arrests me no 
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more as a universal sceptic whose second thoughts, tump- 
ing to the homely wisdom of the piety of the generations, 
subtly undermine his first, and by means of scepticism 
extract the sting of scepticism, and by doubtiiig dull the 
edge of doubt. 

He arrests me now as one whose chief wisdom has to 
do rather with the art of life and with the art of integrating 
one's essential personaUty than with any final conclusions 
of philosophic thought, whether sceptical or otherwise. 

The secret I get from him now, as I brood over his 
words and seek to catch the dominant element in the 
floating sohition of his drifting ruminations, is of £ir 
greater day-by-day value to me at my present age than 
me precise reasons why he could or could not accept the 
Athanasian Creed. 

But let me refer at once to the elemait in Montaigne 
that I find myself instinctively dodging or hurrying past, 
so as to reach something more germane to the matter. 
He himself severely condemns aU summarized, expurgated, 
condensed, abridged versions of great books. 

Yet he confesses very firankly that in his own reading 
he skimmed and dallied with them, taking this, leaving 
that, and treating them all in an easy, capricious, lazy 
manner, digesting what suited his taste, what served his 
turn, and letting the rest go. He was, indeed, what 
Rabelais would call a great “abstractor of the quintess- 
ence,” one who read for use rather than learning, and for 
life rather than knowledge ; and this makes it legitimate 
to treat his own works in a similar way. 

And for myself, though I have never seen such a volume 
and would only trust its compilation to a real lover of 
the Essays and one who had a temper of mind akin to 
thdr author’s, I can wdfl conceive that for the less dyed- 
in-the-grain devotees— not to speak of the entirely un- 
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initiated — a. version diat deliberately eliminated the whole 
naass of historic anecdotes and classical quotations, and 
concentrated upon his personal habits, peculiarities, 
opinions, and above all upon his egoistic and philosophical 
whimsies, would make things much easier. 

I suppose the idea that most E nglish-spe aking book- 
lovers have of Montaigne, unless tkey themselves possess 
an edition of Cotton’s splendid translation, is that of the 
self-portrait of a magnanimous egoist, whose shrewd, 
kindly, earth-bound views upon our wrestling with the 
world are casually set down witli an epicurean lavishness. 

But if such a book-lover whom the accidents and 
chances* of life have hitherto debarred from actually read- 
ily the essays in Cotton’s translation does get hold of a 
copy, or even of an odd volume or two, and, b ring ing 
it home with that peculiar thrill of pleasurable anticipa- 
tion so beautifully described by Charles Lamb, does begin 
seriously to read it, I am prepared to wager he will suffer 
a grievous disappointment. 

For in place of .what he has been led to expect by such 
deep Montage-experts as Walter Pater, or my own 
brother Llewelyn — ^whose whole tone of wriong, even 
to his use of that Montaignesque expression, “the instinct 
of a weU-descaided spirit,” is riddled with his influence — 
what our novice will stumble upon, unless he opens at 
die Essay aidded “Of Presumption,” or “Of Repent- 
ance,” or “Of Vanity,” or “Of E3q)erience,” will be p^e 
after page of historic anecdotes and of quotations from 
classic^ writers. 

Of course, the use of quotation can become a frntastical 
and artful adjunct to die living style of an author, as we 
note in the Anttiomy of Melancholy and in the Essays of 
Elig, but Montaigne uses his quotations to quite other 
than stylistic effect. He uses them purely and simply for 
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the curious — ^and to his own mind fasdnatmg — ^nature of 
their contents. 

Now, to any intelligence resembling Montaigne’s with 
a passion for the classi<^ authors, especially the Latin ones, 
and a mania for curious and monstrous human happenings 
wherever and whenever occurring, every page of the 
Essays must be full of salt and tang ; but I profoundly 
suspect that Pascal and Walter Pater, both of whom 
saturated themselves in Montage’s philosophy, were 
wont to skim over at great speed the bulk of these 
anecdotes ! 

Voltaire probably read every one of them with infinite 
relish ; and so, I dare say, did Anatole France ; bift I have 
an inkling that William Hazlitt, our own egoistical 
Essayist, was as wont to skip, in following the great 
Gascon’s cdrcumambulatory strolls round his drcular book- 
shelf, as shamelessly as I do myself. 

However ! Even if there does not yet exist a version 
of the Essays shorn of the anecdotes, and I suppose most 
Montaigne-lovers would scorn such a pimping concession, 
it is not, after all, so very difiicult to turn over the pages 
till we come to some pungent opinion of his own that 
win puU us up short. 

And as to the quarrel I have now with that incom- 
parable summary of Montaigne’s philosophy in Gaston de 
Latour, I only feel that it makes him a litde too deliberate 
and purposeful in his particular kind of scepticism. 
Judging finm the general drift of his work, and putting 
one inconsistency against another, it seems to me that 
there was much less of calculated metaphysic and much 
more of temperamoital conservatism in those fluctuating 
ifier-thoughts of his, about which Walter Pater, assimi- 
ktii%, as we aU will in such cases, Montaigne’s attitude 
to hk own, makes such an elaborate coil. 
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What a difference just a little shift of emphasis in these 
dehcate psychological matters can make ! 

What Pater’s young Gaston got from his host’s epicurean 
discourse in that tower-Ubrary looking over the Perigord 
orchards was a system of thought frr more dehberately 
rounded-off than what I, at least, am able to find. 

And though I do dodge on my road, even as Banyan's 
Christian might dodge a number of drcus-caravans, all 
these dassical fiibles and gossiping scandals, I cannot be 
persuaded that I lose the essence of his wisdom by this 
avoidance. 

Pater’s Montaigne, with his notorious sgais~je ? be^ 
comes, indeed, in ultimate matters as absolute a sceptic as 
Pascal was, apart from his desperate act of faith, and as 
Anatole France was, apart from nothing. 

But on the basis, if basis it can be called, of this absolute 
scepticism. Pater’s Montaigne is prepared to accept as a 
conceivable “second-thought” all the old traditions of the 
Cathohc Church, finding support for this attitude in the 
wise obedience of simple people and in the unreliability 
of the Reformers with their “appeal to reason.” 

Certainly Pascal himself couldn’t go further in his con- 
viction of the weakness, hdplessness, short-sightedness 
and incompetence of human reason as a medium for 
truth, but on the other hand, Montaigne declares over and 
over again that neither the fiict that multitudes of people 
have believed a thing, or the fiict diat a thing has been 
believed for an enormous number of years, is able to 
make a thing true ! 

For all his passion for the classical Latin writers — ^and 
he is never weary of praising his frther for having made 
Latin more natural to him than his mother-tongue — 
cannot find in the Essays the least sign that he wavered 
at any point in his simple, earthy, old-frshioned Catholic 

321 



THE PLEASURES OF LITERATURE 

piety. He never, that I can find, speaks of God save 
with grave old-fashioned homely reverence, and his per- 
petually reiterated preference for old-established customs 
and old-established habits of thought suggests that his 
adherence to the Catholic feith was much more a matter 
of an instinctive inborn conservatism than of any nice 
and subde calculations as to the metaphysical wisdom of 
“second thoughts.” 

The idea that it was in some sort of Euripidean reaction 
to the religion of his fathers, after a long excursion into 
absolute agnosticism, that he made his wife send for the 
priest to celebrate Mass as he lay dying, has, as I read the 
Essays, no foundation at all. The old-fashioned piety of 
his death was, it seems to me, only the natural culmination 
of the old-fashioned piety of his life. He never erred, 
as he confesses his ftither did, in the direction of super- 
stition, but his profoundest instincts — ^and he was one who 
always followed his instincts — ^were so massively and 
simply conservative that it does not seem as if in real 
philosophical scepticism he ever approadied those depths 
of metaphysical doubt so femiliar to Pascal. 

Let the word be firankly spoken, Montaigne’s wisdom 
is not a metaphysical wisdom or a -wisdom concerned 
■widi what in Nietzsche’s phrase, we call “First and 
Last Things.” It is a practic^, moral -wisdom, primarily 
concerned, as was that of Confucius, -with the con- 
duct of life rather than with its purpose or its remote 
cause. 

The conduct of life and pre-eminently of his own 
personal life is the subjert-matter of the Essays ; and like 
Socrates whom he cannot praise too highly, and who, 
Greek though he was, was evidently dearer to him than 
.an.y other classical thinker, his grand starting-point — and 
not only starting-point for he is never -weary of returning 
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to it— is self-knowledge, the everlastii^ analysing of him- 
self and his moods. 

But even here we must advance cautiously and shrewdly 
in our estimate of Montaigne’s everlasting pre-occupation 
with himsdf. He takes advantage of Ae attitude of 
Socrates, both in regard to his oracle’s “Know Tliyself,” 
and in regard to his “I know nothing,’’ but the longer 
you read tke Essays the clearer it becomes that this cease- 
less absorption in himself was a profound psychological, 
or if you are averse to such a tendency you can evoi use 
the word pathological, peculiarity of his whole nervous 
organization. 

With what a gusto of life-deep relief, a relief that is 
spiritual, physical and mmtal, does he speak of these 
felidtous escapes from his duties to others, from his duties 
to his country, from his duties to posterity, as he sinks 
back into himself! 

It must be remembered he was a man of an extremely 
responsible conscience in all these things ; but when he 
returns to himself in reaction from them it is as if he 
returned to the embraces of an adored lover. 

Ovar and over again he celebrates these sinkings back 
into himself, making it dear from the variety of his 
descriptions of these self-orgies that they were an in- 
duigmce in a physical, moital and spiritual Nardssism so 
wen constituted, so integral, so balanced, that, as a human 
phenomenon, it must be very rare. 

For there wasn’t a trace of vanity in the Narcissism of 
Montaigne. He loved his old ‘ ‘ grizzled face ’’ not because 
it was handsome but simply because it was his. He 
emphasizes in his descriptions the purely physical enjoy- 
ment of himself, as when he broods lovingly over his 
bodily appearance, his physical peculiarities, his frvourite 
processes of mastication, digestion, ablution, copulation ; 
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but he by no means rejects the pleasures of those “to 
whom to Hve is to think,” quibm vivere est cogitare, in the 
intellectual “entertaining,” as he calls it, of his wandering 
thoughts. 

Me<litation is a powerful and full study to such as can effectually 
taste and employ themselves ; I had rather fashion my soul dian 
fiimisli it. . . . Nature has &voured it with this privilege, that 
there is nothing we can do so long nor any action to which we 
more frequently and with greater frdlity addict ourselves. 

’Tis the business of the gods, says Aristotle, and from whidi 
both their beatitude and ours proceed. 

In order to keep our strength, or energy, our real 
spiritual force for these heavenly moments when we make 
love to ourselves and fondle ourselves and chew the end 
of our contemplation of ourselves, it is best, he assures 
us, to be extremely lethargic and stupid, nay! even 
drowsy, in ordinary conversation, and above all avoid 
like the devil any attempts to show off and lay down 
the law, or parade our pedantry, or subtlety or cleverness. 

I am afraid the impression he leaves is the un-Shake- 
spearean one that the average persons we meet are not 
worth the effort of agitating ourselves 1 

’Tis in my opinion egregiously to play the fool to put on the 
grave airs of a man of lofry mind amongst those who are nothing 
of the sort ; to speak by me book ; — Favellare in punta diforchetta 
“to talk with the point of a fork.” You must let yourself down 
to those with whom you converse ; and sometimes afiect ignor- 
ance: lay aside power and subdety in common conversation; 
to preserve decorum and order ’tis enough — ^nay crawl on the 
eatm if they s® desire it. 

It is impossible to suppress a wanton curiosity as to 
what Mademoiselle Frau 9 oise de Chassaigne, whom he 
married when he was thirty-three, what fhdr only sur- 
viving ofl&pring, a girl caOied Eleonore, felt in iheir 
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feminine hearts when Montaigne, in the year 1588, when 
he was fifty-five, entered into his dose platonic relations 
with Mademoiselle Le Jars de Goumay, then in her 
twentieth year, who firom that time forward became not 
only his literary editor but his adopted chili 

"S^atever it was they may have felt, this mother and 
this daughter, they seemed to have kept it to themselves 
as ^ as we are concerned and very likely as far as the 
world was concerned ; for, after his death in his sixtieth 
year, they forwarded from their Chateau to this dever 
young lady in Paris all his final revisions for her spedal 
edition of his work. 

Montaigne’s attitude to women is entirdy of a piece 
with the rest of his nature. It was a conservative masculine 
attitude. In the Hbrary we want wisdom, at the table 
wit, but in bed only beauty. Efe mentions as the best 
device to avoid the danger of being carried out of our- 
selves by a too violent infiituation for a lady the pleasant 
and simple trick of making love to another one. 

And I dare say nothing would be easier or more agree- 
able than to follow this prudent method if a person were 
possessed of the cool heart, steady nerves, and lively senses 
of Montaigne. But for a different type of lover, of a 
more intense and passionate complexion, such a palliative 
would be of no more avail than striking a match upon 
a window through which we’re staring at an eclipse of 
the sun. 

But if Montaigne’s attitude to women and to the love 
of women may not be altogether satisfictory to an intelli- 
gent lady of our epoch, there are passages in the Essays 
where he goes surprisicgly fer in the modem direction 
and deserts the gross masci^e humour of those old days. 

The Essay in which we get both the two opposite tones 
in this matter is the one entitled “Upon some Verses of 
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Virgil.” Here, following with approval a recorded hmt 
of Socrates, he says blundy : 

Women arc not to blame at all when they refuse the rules of 
life that are introduced into the world, forasmuch as the men 
make them without their help. There is naturally contention 
and brawling betwixt them and us ; and the strictest friendship 
we have wim them is yet mixed with tumult and tempest. 

Both these remarks foil congruously upon a modem 
ear, especially the suggestion that this “brawling” between 
the sexes is inherent in the “love-hate” of sex itself. 

But how far Montaigne’s feminine readers of to-day 
can approve of the length to which, in his classic^ 
roguery, he is prepared to go in offering judicial support 
to the famous decision of Teiresias in regard to the act 
of love, is a hvely and debatable question. 

My daughter [he remarks in this Essay], is now of an age 
that forward young women are allowed to be married at ; she 
is of a slow, thin, and tender complexion, and has accordingly 
been brought up by her mother after a retired and particmr 
manner. . . . 

And he goes bn to tdl how he caught the girl’s gover- 
ness hurrying her with a too-obvious anxiety and soha- 
tude past a word they stumbled on in their book that had 
a double meaning. Commenting upon this, he declares it 
was his fortune once to overhear such talk between a party 
of young women as was too outrageous for him to repeat. 

“By rlady,” said I, “we had need go study the phrases of 
Amadis and the talcs of Boccaccio and Aretin, to be able to 
discourse with them: we employ our time to much purpose 
indeed. There is neither word, example, nor step they arc not 
more perfect in than our books : ’tis a discipline that springs 

with their blood : 

* 

Venus herself made them what they arc/^ 

Et menfm ipsa Venus dedit 
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But with all his broad talk about the relation between 
the sexes, and for all his classical scholar’s humour, 
Montaigne informs us that, as a matter of fe.ct, he 
was more scrupulous under the covenant of marriag e 
than he ever expected to be. when he entered that 
condition. 

Indeed, in the whole problem of morals, and the whole 
question as to what makes the difference between a good 
man and a bad man, there emanates from the Essays, for 
all their easy-going indulgence, a very definite “stream 
of tendency” in the direction of honourable behaviour, 
kindly consideration and solid probity. 

And this vein of simple goo^ess in the man reaches us 
quite independently of his reliance on Custom or his 
scepticism about Custom. And it is independent, too, of 
his Christian piety. Nor does it depend on outward 
opinion, as does the goodness described in those remark- 
able words of Pendope to her disguised husband, in 
Homer : 

Men are but short-lived. If one be himself hard, and have 
a hard heart, on him do all mortal men invoke woes for the 
time to come, while he still lives, and when he is dead all men 
mock at him. But if one be blameless, and have a blameless 
heart, his fiune .do strangers bear far and wide among men, and 
many call him a true man. 

The grand passion of Montaigne’s life was for his 
ficiend Etienne de la Boetie ; but I cannot find the fiiintest 
trace of any homosexual feehng in his attitude to this 
grave and happUy-married young man. It was a pure, 
unmitigated mendship between two original men — ^for 
they were no longer boys when they met — of kindred 
tastes, kindred opinions, kindred interests, kindred souls; 
and it certainly does seem as if the survivor were justified 
in his feeling that it was a unique and monumenim bond, 
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and worthy to take its place in the history of memorable 
human relations. 

It was eminently characteristic of Montaigne’s habit of 
putting ftiendship above love that he should have actually 
printed, as a preface to ‘‘Plutarch’s consolation to his 
Wife,” which his friend had translated, a letter which he 
himself wrote to Fran^oise to console her, or to remind 
her that Plutarch could console her, for the loss of a child 
of tiheirs who died in its second year. 

One’s inquisitive mind is tempted again to delve in 
imagination into the feelings of Francoise de Montaigne, 
both when she first received this blunt but not unfeeling 
letter, and when she was called upon to produce it to 
serve as a prefece to the learned tract of her husband’s 
dead paragon. 

To Mademoiselle de Montaigne. 

My Wira, — ^You understand well that it is not the part of a 
man of the world, according to the rules of this time, still to 
court and caress you ; for they say that a sensible man may wdl 
take a wife, but that to espouse her is to act like a fool. Let 
them talk ; I adhere for my part to jhe custom of the elder age ; 

I also wear my hair in that &hion. . . . 

Nothing could be more characteristi'c than this whole 
incident, showing the man’s desire to link' together the 
two important emotions of his life by connecting Fran- 
9oise with his everlasting love for his lost fiiend, and 
incidentally proclaiming to the world his detestation of 
new-fengled ways, both in matters of the heart and in 
matters of the toilet ! 

It is amazing how his refusal to sacrifice his independ- 
ence and integrity to either party in those murderous wars 
between Catholics and Huguenots didn’t lead to his ruin. 
But there was evidently something so honest, so fi:ank, 
so downright and simple about the stand he took, keep- 
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iog Open house to both sides, and even acting as a confi- 
dently intermediary between the Duke of Guise and 
Hairy of Navarre, that disarmed the most frantic zealots 
of that ferocious struggle. Twice, as he tells us in the 
Essays, he was in imminent personal danger. On one 
of these occasions his chateau was actually entered by a 
troop of armed men, whose leader had planned his 
destruction. But, as he relates with justifiable pride, his 
absolute unsuspiciousness and easy friendhness of demean- 
our made these rascals thoroughly ashamed of themselves 
and speedily reduced them to good behaviour. 

It is, indeed, hard to overrate the moral and philo- 
sophical importance of the particular kind of egoism 
advocated by Montaigne. 

It is the Ego and Its Own of Max Stimer; only in 
Montaigne’s case this super-individualism is mitigated by 
his reverence for the Laws of his Country, by his love of 
the old traditions, by his hatred of innovation, and by his 
profound distrust of the insane logic of that dangerous 
tyrant, the human reason. His scepticism takes refuge 
from its own corrosive undermining of all philosophical 
theories in a deep instinctive piety, according to the dictates 
of which he prefers to keep God and “His Holy Word’’ 
well out of reach of the wild antics of the human intellect. 

As life renders itself by simplicity more pleasant, so, also, more 
innocent and better, as I was saying before. The simple and 
ignorant, says St. Paul, raise themselves up to heaven, and take 
possession of it; and we, with all our knowledge, plunge our- 
selves into the infernal abyss. 

And again : 

"Whatever we undertake without His assistance, whatever we 
see without the lamp of His grace, is but vanity and folly ; we 
corrupt and debase by our weabiess the very essence of truth, which 
is uniform and constant, when fortune puts it into oiur possession. 
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And once more : 

Now from the knowledge of this volubility of mine, I have 
acddaitally begot in myself a certain constancy of opinion . . . 
and since I am not capable of choosing, I take other men’s 
choice, and keep myself in the state wherein God has placed 
me; I could not otherwise prevent myself from perpetually 
rolling. Thits have I, by the grace of God, preserved myself 
entire, without anxiety or trouble of conscience, in the ancient 
belief of our religion, amidst so many sects and divisions as our 
age has produced. 

But, as I have hinted, though Montaigne’s scepticism, 
by its undermining of the pride of reason, landed him on 
the bed-rock of old-fishioned Faith, he apparently found 
nothing in this basic Faith to conflict with his cult of self- 
realization. To shut himself up “Hke a tortoise in his 
shell” in the study of himself and in the enjoyment of 
himself was the supreme aim and purpose of his Ufe. 

His nature wasr so lucidly constituted that no agitations 
of conscience, no qualms of superstitious fear, no spiritual 
wresdings ever troubled his serene happiness, when once, 
retired within that shell of which his hbrary tower was 
the outward symbol, he caressed the most fleeting of his. 
sensations and ideas as if they had been so many soft- 
fiirred pets. 

He dared, in feet, in the midst of that ferocious struggle 
between Catholics and Protestants, to give himself up to 
the sensuous delidousness of a life-long series of ego- 
centric contemplations, stroking himself, tickling himself, 
stretching himself, making love to himself, while murder 
and fanaticism and treachery and' massacre tore at his 
country’s bowels. 

It would be, however, to do Montaigne a grave in- 
justice to accuse him of neglecting any of his public 
duties. It is true he registered a vow in his middle- 
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thirties, and went so far as to have it inscribed on his 
tower, that henceforth he would give himself up to study 
and the bettering of his mind ; but this didn’t prevent 
him in later life from becoming an mdulgent, easy-going, 
but by no means incompetent Mayor of Bordeaux ; nor 
did it prevent him from playing a wise, honourable and 
free-spoken part in the pacification of the kingdom. 

But the Essays were the expression of his real life all 
the while, and not only the expression ; for, as he says, 
this constant painting of his own portrait compelled him 
to live up to the lineaments he painted, while to the very 
last he was always adding some new and yet more 
revealing touch to the picture. 

It would be possible, I suppose, to put forward a claim 
that Montaigne’s constant expressions of faith in a God 
whose ways are not our ways and indeed are altogether 
beyond the soundings of our presumptuous, private 
judgment, was a crafty sop to Cerberus. But the longer 
I read the Essays the more strongly it comes over me 
foat this faith in something “eternal in the Heavens,” 
something unafiected by the tossings and “rollings” of 
human reason, was the thing that saved him from a sense 
of futility, and enabled him to present such a shrewd, 
earthy, soHd front to this confused world. 

It is not in regard to God but in regard to human 
custom that his feeling varies according to his mood; 
and in the endless examples he loves to give us of the 
grotesque and monstrous nature of custom he hesitates 
not to indicate his own corrective to that instinctive 
preference for old ways over new ways into which his 
ingrained conservatism led him. 

In his opinion, aU the dictates of our conscience come 
from this too-human and often preposterous adherence 
to custom, and not at all from any Categorical Imperative 
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in Nature ; but just at the point where we nihilistic 
modems would, for this very reason, be tempted to relax 
our moral harness Montaigne invariably puUs himself 
up, and by some allusion to “God and His Holy Word” 
brings back his toppling and shaky conscience to its true 
foundation, a foundation entirelv outside the shifty 
phenoniena of Time and Space. 

Tills way of speaking m a Christian man [he remarks in his 
lengthy study of that discourse of Raimond de Sebonde on 
“Natural Religion” which he translated to please his father] 
has ever seemed to me very indiscreet and irreverent: “God 
cannot die: God cannot contradict Himself: God cannot do 
this or that,” I do not like to have the divine power so limited 
by the laws of men s mouths ; and the idea that presents itself 
to us in these propositions ought to be more religiously and 
reverently expressed. 

Like Charles Lamb, and indeed like many another 
whimsical and antic confessor of his limitations, Mon- 
taigne loves to describe with a proud-hnmble reHsh and 
with that subtle self-justification which comes from being 
shamelessly iSrank, how helpless he is in most ordinary 
undertakings. 

In music or singing for which I have a very unfit voice, or to 
play on any sort of instrument, they could never teach me any- 
thmg. In dancing, tennis or wrestling I could never arrive to 
more than an ordinary pitch ; in swimming, fencing, vaulting 
or leaping, to none at all. My hands are so dumsy mat I cannot 
even write so as to read it myself. . . . I do not read much better 
than I write. , . . 

I cannot decendy fold up a letter, nor could I ever make a 
pen, nor carve at table worm a pm, nor saddle a horse, nor carry 
a hawk and fly her, nor hunt the dogs, nor lure a hawk, nor 
speak to a horse. ... I am good for nothing : for I am of a 
humour that, life and health excepted, there is nothing for which 
I will bite my nails, and that I will purchase at me price of 
torment of mind and constraint. ... I have a soul iree and 
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entirely its own. and accustomed to guide itself after its own 
fashion. 

There have been few famous writers, and still fewer 
max of the great world, who have had, and have been 
at pains to express, such a loathing of cruelty. Montaigne 
seems to have felt as much repulsion at seeing auimaU 
suffer, even in the normal processes of what we call 
“sport,” as any sympathetic person of our own day ; and 
in the education of children he vrould have c^ase once 
and for all our curSt attempts to cudgel them into Ipamitig , 
and virtue. He goes out of his way to reprobate the 
burnings and torturings of his time, and no more vigorous 
protest has ever been raised by a great European writer 
against persecution for matters of opinion. Thorough 
Frendinian as he was, and great devotee of Paris “the 
glory of France and one of the most noble ornaments of 
me world,” Montaigne may be regarded as among the 
founders of a magnanimous internationalism. 

Not because Socrates has said so, but because it is in truth my 
own humour, and peradventure not without some excess, I look 
upon all men as my compatriots and embrace 9. Polander as a 
Frenchman, preferrir^ the universal and common tie to all 
national tics whatever. . . . Nature has placed us in the world 
ftee and unbound. 

I have wondered, considering what a family of book- 
worms my own family is, which of all the great profane 
works of the world would lend itself best to be made 
into our secular family Bible ; and I am tempted to -think 
that Montaigne’s Essays might be this bpok. 

Certainly in following the subtle moods of my brother 
Theodore, as he wavers in his own peculiar way between 
piety and scepticism, I am oftai led to think of Mon- 
taigne ; and I am continually being reminded, as I eryoy 
Cotton’s robust turns of speech in this noble rendering, 
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of my brother Llewelyn’s deep-rooted hedge-parsley way- 
side chat. 

In the Essay called “Vanity” I light upon a passage 
where Montaigne plausibly defends — ^though for myself 
I am not converted — ^his inconsequential ramblings and 
everlasting anecdotes. 

I go out of my way ; but ’tis rather by licence than over- 
sight ; my fiuicies follow one another but sometimes at a great 
distance, and look towards one another but ’tis with an obuque 
glance. . , . The tides of my chapters do not always compre- 
hend the whole matter. ... I love a poetic progress, by leaps 
and skips; ’tis an art, as Plato says, fight, nimble, demoniac. 

. . . ’Tis the intelligent reader who loses the subject and not I ; 
there will always be found some word or other in a comer diat 
is to the purpose, though it lie very dose. I ramble indiscreedy 
and tumultuously ; my style and my wit wander at the same 
rate. ... A thousand poets flag and languish after a prosaic 
manner ; but the best old prose (and I strew it here up and down, 
indifferendy for verse) shines thror^out with the lustre, vigour, 
and boldness of poetry, and not without some air of its fury. 

In what always seems to me to be his instinctive con- 
servatism, though I can conceive of any reader — ^with an 
eye upon our human love of torture as the best of all 
arguments — ^regarding it as a perfectly legitimate and 
proper caution, Montaigne defends the supreme Miracles 
of our Faith as outside the realm of discussion ; but when 
it comes to the lesser miracles, miracles not mentioned in 
the Apostles’ Creed, he is the opposite of credulous. He 
is indeed heavily and obstinately sluggish of belief. 

To this very hour, all th«e mkades and strange events have 
concealed themselves from me; I have never seen a greater 
monster or miracle in the world than myself. 

Well, upon this “miracle,” Montaigne certainly fixed 
the thief love, interest, deUght, curiosity, and solicitude 
of his well-spent days. 
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There are many kinds of Narcissism in the world and 
it is possible to be an intense self-lover without being 
anything of a self-admirer or having the least personal 
vanity. 

Montaigne undoubtedly must have stared long and 
tenderly at his “grizzled face,” as he calls it, in the mirror, 
but he felt towards every detail of his appearance as those 
really devoted lovers do who derive a voluptuous joy 
from the very defects of the loved objea. 

Indeed, I regard it as one of his most endearing as well 
as one of the wisest of his characteristics that his sturdy 
egoism was not easily to be. disturbed by a pretty face. 
If he himself was no great beau, though his portraits are 
♦better-looking than his idea of himself, it is hard to imagine 
Mademoiselle Francoise as a very provocative belle ; and 
I have an inkling that the learned Etienne de la Boetie 
was an excessively plam youth. 

But plain or not, he was to his friend that sacred-miracle, 
a really kindred spirit, and as such Montaigne was ready 
to risk cracking his “shell of a tortoise,” risk beii^ dragged 
from his circuit tower, risk forgetting his habits, customs, 
ways, observances ; in a word, risk losing himself. 

And he was richly rewarded for this act of daring ; fr)r 
so completely was this cautious soUd, thoughtful, youi^ 
student his alter ego, that he became, from loving him, 
twice as much hiinself as he was before. 

But it is dear tha.t ndther his wdfe Francoise ^r his 
daughter Eleonora — ^and I doubt that it was really different 
with Mademoiselle Le Jars de Goumay — ^had the power 
to make him “risk all fijr love” as he did in the case of 
his masculine friend. 

Wives, children, and goods Pie says calmly in Ac Essay Of 
Solitude”] must be had, and especially healti, by him can 
get it ; but we arc not so to set our hearts upon them mat our 
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happiness must have its dependence upon them; we must 
reserve a back-shop, wholly our own and entirdiy free, wherein 
to settle our true liberty, our principal solitude and retreat. And 
in this we must for the most part entertain ourselves with our- 
selves, and so privately that no exotic knowledge or communica- 
tion be admitted there ; tiicre to laugh and to talk as if without 
■ wife, rbildr ftn, goods, train, or attendance, to the end that when 
it shall fall out that we must love any or all of these, it may be 
no new rhing to be without them. 

With our inquisitive modem presumption and our 
mania for fridle pathological catch-words, die tempta- 
tion, as I have hinted, to find a homosexual elemmt in 
Montaigne’s feeling for his fiiend is hard to resist. Our 
tendency is to think diat only an urge of that kind could 
explain this intensity of emotion in so balanced a 
gentleman. 

But the long and minute account of La Boetie’s death 
which the Essayist writes to the elder Montaigne to my 
mind disposes of this completely. The relations between 
La Boetie and his wife — ^his'pet name for her was “my 
Image” — ^were clearly much more intimate than those 
between our author and his Fran9oise ; and, indeed, were 
of a kind to raider the supposition to which I have 
referred wholly inconceivable. 

And this letter to his fiither, whom, second to his dead 
fiiend. Montage loved best in the world, is of the most 
revealing interest in connection with the high, grave, 
moral, classical key in which this femous fiiendship was 
pitched. It was a fiiendship of passionate intellectual 
redprodty, a fidendship that strikes us at its close, judging 
from the atmosphere of the final scene and La Boetie’s 
constant use of Latin, as tuned to the dignity of a Ronian 
deathbed. 

The loss of La Boetie was tiie most disturbing evait in 
the Essayist’s whole life ; and the pathetic reality of the 
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man^s death, in these lines to his father, reach us still 
across the centuries with a vivid poignance. 

A terrible sense of nothingness seems to have disturbed 
the grave young philosopher at the last 

At this stage [says our author] he proceeded, among other 
things, to pray me again and again, in a most affectionate 
manner, to give him a place ; so that I was apprehensive that 
his reason might be impaired . ^ . but he redoubled his outcry, 
saying, “My brother, my brother! dost thou then refuse to 
give me a place insomuch that he constrained me to demon- 
strate to him that, as he breathed and sjpoke, and had his physical 
being, therefore he had his place. ‘ Yes, yes,” he responded, 
“I have ; but it is not that which I need ; and besides, when all 
is said, I have no longer any existence.” “God,” I replied, “will 
grant you a better one soon.” “Would it were now, my 
brother,” was his answer. 

One thing is certainly clear about Montaigne’s attitude 
to these Essays of his. It was — considering the extravagant 
extremes of feeling into which most writers fall about 
their work — ^incredibly cautious, guarded, and shrewd. 

Were these Essays of mine [he writes in the one entitled 
“Vain Subdeties”] considerable enough to deserve a critical 
judgment, it might then, I think, fall out that they would not 
much take with common and vul^ capacities, nor be very 
acceptable to the singular apd exceUent sort of men ; the first 
would not understand them enough, and the last too much; 
and so they may hover in the middle region. 

After reading this it is pleasant to be in a position to 
remind ourselves that among the intellects in this middle 
region*’ who exploited his wisdom to the limit, such 
names as Shakespeare and Voltaire are to be found. I 
believe, as I have hinted, that Montaigne^s Essays are 
more adapted — ^by reason of the particular nature of then: 
philosophy — ^to middle age than to youth. Certainly I 
am eiyoying them now to an extent I have never done 
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at any earlier period of my life ; and yet, according to 
Montaigne’s own estimate of these dmgs, I am more 3ian 
forty years declined from the zenith of my intelligence ! 

Most curious indeed is the great Essayist’s idea of when 
old age begins : he writes of himself at forty as if he were 
sixty, and at fifty as if he were eighty ! And listen to this : 

For my part, I believe our souls are adult at twenty as much 
as they are ever like to be and as capable then as ever. A soul 
that has not by that time given evident earnest of its force and 
virtue will never after come to proof. The natural qualities 
and virtues produce what they have of vigorous and fine within 
that term or never. 

Montaigne didn’t live to read Don Quixote ; but it does 
show, I think, a very serious lacuna in his imaginative 
power, if in nothing else, that he could dismiss Rabelais 
in so casual a manner. 

Among books [he says] that are simply pleasant of the modems, 
Boccaccio’s Decameron, Rabelais, and me Basia of Johannes, 
Secundus, if those may be ranged under the tide, are worth 
reading for amusement. 

Mr. W. C. Hazlitt, the editor of my brother’s huge 
edition of the Cotton translation, privately printed for 
the Navarre Society, remarks very pertinently upon this 
astonishing lapse : 

From the uncritical manner in which Montaigne has placed 
in juxtaposition three books so disproportionate and incon- 
gruous, it is almost to be inferred that he had not attentively 
considered any of them, and that, as to Rabelais, he merely 
knew him from the common report, that he was a facetious 
and agreeable writer. His alleged occult moral woxJd hardly 
have been revealed to Montaigne, and by his obscenity the latter 
would not have been gravely scandalized. 

Putting aside his classical anecdotes, which far out- 
number the rest, what we cannot help noticing in the 
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occurrences that strike him most shrewdly in his own day 
is their kinship to the kind of grotesque, exceptional, and 
gross playfulness of Nature that would appeal to the 
interest of a not very squeamish rustic. They have, in 
feet, these objects of our sage’s curiosity ; I will not say 
the shockingness of the “freaks” at which we gape, in 
our bucolic wonder, among the booths of a country 
but certainly a good deal of that physical repulsiveness 
from which Goethe, for example, or Emerson, or even 
Nietzsche, would avert their eyes, and, if they could, their 
mind and memory. 

Close to the capacious breast of the daedal earth, un- 
dismayed by the spawning irrationahty and monstrous 
shamdessness ■with which she pours forth her freaks and 
abortions from her multitudinous womb, Montaigne was 
certainly blest with nerves as tough and with curiosity as 
■vivid as any notable jester who, as Rabelais would say, 
has ever drunk neat and eaten salt meat. 

He whose piety consisted in keeping God “and His 
Holy Word” safe out of reach of our logical presumption 
had a stomach that was not easily tum^ by the obscene 
and pitiful curiosities that fell now and again from the 
Hand of the Potter. He may have been no expert at 
hunting , but he certainly had, as Pater’s young Gaston 
discovered, a most primitive and earth-bound aflEliation 
■with the habits and instincts of what we call “the lower 
animals,” domestic or otherwise. 

How feelingly he describes his games ■with his cat, who 
doubtless, as he says, fended she was playing ■with him and 
not he ■with her, and whose conception of Pro^vidence 
would have taken, we may presume tp add, a form still 
further removed than even his o^wn from the proud 
features limned by human reason ! 

But it isn’t his love of freaks, it isn’t his sympathy with 
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animals, it isn’t even his loathing of the cruelties of 
fanatics, that has made the Essays such a creative force ia 
the direction of the life of a humanity as yet unborn. It 
is his love of himself. When one turns the calm gaze of 
what might be called humanity’s unsanctified common 
sense upon the world spread out before us to-day, witb 
its bombings and shootings and murderous “ideologies” 
and its ferocious hatred of aU unregimented, unhypnotized 
free souls, it begins to appear as if Montaigne’s sensuous- 
psychic love of himself and obstinate concern with, himself 
were quite possibly going to prove the chief oracular 
word for the next great psychological reaction. 

Dante put this self-centred type of person in Hell, along 
with a group of Montaignesque angels, who were neither 
“for God” nor “for the enemies of God” but were for 
themselves; and the great Erasmtis would have suffered 
the same doom; and so most certainly would Walt 
Whitman, who refused to “take off his hat” to any 
spiritual authority or to find any sweeter flesh “than 
stuck to his own bones.” 

But the whole issue, raised thus boldly by Montaigne, 
goes deeper and further than almost any other human 
problem ; and in estimating exactly to what this self-love, 
about which he makes such a clatter, really amounts, we 
must remember that egoism k la Montaigne is prepared to 
give to others all the privileges it claims fi>r itself. His 
Sither brought him up to be able to rough it with working- 
people and to rate an his advant^es of wealth and birfli 
as a mere acddent of chance. He needed no one to teach 
him to be hostile to every sort of cruelty, hostile above 
all to the exercise of violence and torture where private 
opinions, whether religious or moral or political, were 
concerned. 

, That he was so opposed to innovation did not mean 

340 



MONTAIGNE 


that he was blind to the unfairness of old customs ; it only 
meant that he saw so many innovators become tyrants 
and so many innovations do more harm than good, that 
it seemed to him that the path of prudence, both in 
rehgion and politics, was “to let sleeping dogs lie.” 

Against this, if you jerk the hands of Time’s clock for- 
ward a little and imagine Montaigne, with his shrewd 
merchant-squire sympathies, confronted by a starving 
people, a frivolous aristocracy, and so extremely different 
a Kmg from Henri Quatre, is it not Hkely that even his 
rooted conservatism would have moved in its socket ? 

But the point for us now is not what he would have 
done in another age but what he did in his own ; and 
that was to trim his sails to the wind, to cut his coat to 
his cloth, and though not exacdy to run with the hare 
md hunt with the hounds, at least to keep his doors so 
wide open that if the himt came in at the front the hare 
could shp out at (he back. And all the while to “loafe 
and invite his soul,” to stroke, pet, fondle, caress, and hug 
his identity, first for himself and then, in the Essays, for 
all of us who come after, so that, if we belong to (hat 
“middle region” not too stupid and not too subde, our 
laudable and righteous egoism can get the comfort and 
support it needs. 

For myself, who had managed in my skimble-skamble 
way to hug and cherish myself even before I read Mon- 
taigne — ^for Nature hesitates not to give us all a push in 
this direction — think this whole question of the indi- 
vidual against State, Society, Government, ReUgion, is of 
the most sharp and stinging importance. My own private 
feehn^, if under the aegis of a Mayor of Bordeaux I can 
gadier up enough courage to express it, is that of all our 
political and economic theories the Anarchist one is the 
one that will eventually prevail. 
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If our descendants have any libraries left, drcular or 
otherwise, from which to collect anecdotes of our day 
and age, surely there will be, as they study the murderous- 
ness of our present national spirit, a reversion to Mon- 
taigne’s self-centred cult. 

Will not that remote and happy age feel that in the wise 
selfishness of the individual rafiier than in the ferocious 
and fanatical unselfishness of the public-spirited, the will 
of Heaven is revealed i 

How curious it is that in our multiple form as nations, 
states, and governments, we are so much less scrupulous 
and so much more merdless than as individuals ! Is this 
solely for want of a World-Police? Or is it because 
en masse we are subject to the influence of the Devil, 
whereas as individuals we are subject to the influence 
of God i 

But granting Montaigne’s plea for this concentrated 
“living to oneself,” as Hazlitt calls it, what tantalizes me 
as a travelling journeyman in this craft is the absence from 
the Essays — ^but I suppose I am demanding too much of 
that epoch — of the subder undertones and overtones of 
our sensuous-psychic life. In his sturdy “skin for skin” 
encounters, in his unaffected humours, in his magnanimous 
indulgences, I confess I miss something very important, 
something that I might even contend is the most im- 
portant of all! I speak of those obscure moods and 
intimations so feelingly described by Wordsworth, but 
not completely absent from earlier writers, where we 
come into contact with certain magical earth-memories 
such as I suspect are the experience of all men. 

Now, although Montaigne is always describing the 
conditions of his happy ecstasies of self-love, I cannot say 
I find him very illuminating as to their sensuous-maital 
contents. 
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And surely upon the quality of what they contain, of 
magical and thrilling feelhigs, half at least of their worth 
depends. I would find it, I confess, somewhat hard to 
defend this cult of the “moi” against all the thunders of 
Religion and Government if it couldn’t “supply us,” as 
Walt Whitman would put it, with spiritual, imaginative, 
and intellectual emotion equal to those bestowed on us 
by Custom and by our service of State and Church. 

I wonder if it can ! In deep matters of this bind we 
have, I think, to consider the flickering across our mental 
landscape, like seagulls on the wing, of certain excep- 
tional and unusual moods. After all, these may be more 
important thaii our ordinary ones. 

For myself, for all my love of our secular fiimily Bible, 
I note very clearly down at the bottom of my heart an 
irradicable tendency to admire Don Quixote, even though 
he never did anyone any good, a good deal more than I 
admire Montaigne, who has done us all so much good. 

■ Now why is ffiis? What we really need to help us clear 
up this nice point — ^perhaps the most delicate point in the 
whole of life’s casuistry — ^is some tremendous modem 
Socrates, who would have the tolerance and the intelli- 
gence to analyse to the very bottom this inarticulate 
preference which we feel, at least which I feel, for the 
glow experienced when we read Don Quixote over the 
glow experienced when we fortify ourselves in our wise 
and humble egoism by reading the Essays ! 

But then Don Quixote is himself, as was Jesus Christ 
the most reckless of Anarchists. When he set the galley- 
slaves free he was certainly on the opposite side from all 
Reli^ous and aU Governments; and it is difficult to 
imagine how a community of tolerant Montaignes, con- 
templating the world from their libraries, could uphold 
the freedom of the soul without the help of a few desperate 
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knights-errant. Or, alas, even with their help, unless some 
of t hem were shrewder in dieir valour than the Knight 
of the Rueful Countenance. 

The truth is, this whole question of the amount of 
time, energy, and concentration we are justified in spend- 
ing on “living to ourselves” is a very proper subject for 
one of those Platonic Dialogues in which, question by 
question, Socrates leads us on, and in which the fluctuating 
que sfais-je? of the Socratic “ignorance” guards us firom 
any cock-sure conclusion. 

After all, it was only because, thanks to his thrifty father 
and to his thrifty father, Montaigne was a well-to-do 
gentleman that he was able to live as he did; and it. is 
life itself that with most of us sees to it that this cult of 
the self and its sensations and ideas takes a place of due 
proportion. 

What we get from Montaigne is really a series of hints, 
and they are as shrewd as any to be found in the whole 
history of human culture, as to the way to use this precious 
margin of our existence wherein we live to ourselves, and 
enjoy our Classics and our Classical Histories, our philo- 
sophers and our philosophizing, so as to be fuller, happier, 
riper, wiser, and more tolerant human beings. 

His grand open secret — ^and it is a secret revealed to 
most of us only after the most troublesome mental dis- 
turbances and miseries — ^is the importance of starting 
“from the groimd up” and never losing touch with the 
ground. The spiritual trick of lying back upon our 
ignorance, of accepting our limitations, of taking mentally, 
as well as physically, the lower seats in the Synagogue, 
of ceasing to lie awake in the night repining about our 
sins, of creating a life-illusion of ourselves that shall follow 
the curves of all our weaknesses as the tide follows the 
hollows of its estuaries, is a trick not easily acquired. 
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Still harder is it to us to overcome that undue pressure 
of the race-consdence which makes us afraid of hugging 
ourselves to ourselves, in all our defonnity, against the 
background of the Cosmos, lest the jealousy of the gods 
smite us with a thimder-bolt. 

Every Uving creature has a divine right, as Goethe says, 
to those spedal and peculiar pleasures, uninjurious to its 
fellows, which its unique temperament must have, if it is 
to bear up xmder the common burden with any spon- 
taneous resihence; and if for us the greatest of such 
pleasures is to make a cult of the half-mental, half-physical 
sensations that soHtude invites, even as the windrow 
between sea and sand invites the gulls, the reading of 
Montaigne will certainly assist in keeping dear from 
consdentious invasion that narrow strip of spiritual inde- 
pendence which, just because it is free to all, can be made 
more entirely our own than anything else in the world. • 
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i i ORE criticial energy has been lavished 
\ /\ on Wordsworth than upon any other 

/ \ / 1 modem poet. And yet how clear it is 
I \/ I that nothing approaching the final word 
-A. ▼ -“-about him has yet been said ! 

one is to blame for this but himself, ^s work is 
mce the midtifarious impressions, the slug^fi half- 
physical thoughts, the monotonous xmappealing objects, 
together with the transporting thoughts and the divinely 
magical objects, of which any of us might grow aware 
during a long tiring walking-tour through town and 
country. 

There is something hard and tough, cold and self- 
caatrcd, at 3ie~cogrt )i^lfa Ona^ ^^ n aturcrsom ething isol- 
atedT^lSsE. an d stiff, t he sort of thing we are accifitomed 
to’cail “ unsympathetic ,!* something that would make a 
neighbour say to himself as he heard that cottage-door 
close, or that drive-gate click, “There goes Mr. Words- 
worth, off for one of his walks. I don’t think I’ll bother 
him to-day.” 

Stirred to the depths by the French Revolution, a 
natural emotion that was, as we now grow weary of 
being reminded, intensified by a stiU more natural 
emotion, his passion for a French girl, it is plain enough 
that at bottom Wordsworth was a bom and instinctive 
conservative. 

Browning’s well-known arraignment of him is patently 
unfeir — there are plmty of “handfuls of silver” to be got 
in the opposite camp, and “ribbons to stick in our coats” 
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too ! There is indeed abroad at the present hour a curious 
conscientious fear of not being on the side of Progress 
and of beiug caught with old-fashioned moral prgudices, 
that makes many a timid, well-meaning soid mde his 
natural god-fearing simpHcity as uneasily as if it were an 
anarchist’s bomb. 

And if to our Radical nerves there is something in- 
furiating about what we feel to be his stupid piety, tedious 
morality, irrational optimism, to our equally tense medi- 
aeval-reaction nerves his idealism seems easy, obvious, 
vague, windy, lacking aesthetic subtlety, lacking that 
desperate “I believe because it is impossible,” which has 
so strong an appeal to our recondite perversities. 

Ah! Browning, Browning, if your psychological 
insight had been a little deeper you would have had the 
wit to see that thanking God for Legacies and ControUor- 
ships and Poet Laureateships is not the only hypocrisy in 
the world, any more than the composing of Ecclesiastical 
Sonnets, and Sonnets advocating Capital Punishment, 
are the only literary crimes. 

The way to get at the earth-rooted rock-bottom of 
Wordsworth’s best poetry isito analyse tbe natur e of bis 
parriailar kind of simphcity. i 

We have our “simple” poets on both sides of the 
Atlantic, such as A. E. Housman and Robert Frost, but 
how sophisticated, how premeditated, these poets’ ardess- 
ness is, compared with Wordsworth’s when he was really 
driven to let himself go ! It was in him to be spontane- 
ously grandiose and dSuse and rhetorical, just as it was in 
him to elaborate the most compHcatcd and metaphysical 
reasons for being puerile and dull ; but when the breath 
of the spirit touch^ him, and that emotion “re membered 
m, ti;^Tiqtii11i ty” was stirred within him, his simplicity k 
hWft the water of life flowin g from the et^n al hllk ! It 
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is not only “simple” ; it is,majestic.JinLeyitable^ unaltst- 
It has the magical directness of the gods of the 
early world talking to another from mountain to moun- 
tain, in the silence before the dawn. 

To reach the essence of a great poet’s work it is necessary 
to consider his physical nature, his normal character, his 
average being, independently of his peculiar type ’of 
intellect and imagination. 

Wordsworth had a soHd weight of healthy physical 
being. He had, too, a sohd weight of stubborn, obstinate, 
massive character, that, like the cloud to which he com- 
pares his reserved old leech-gatherer, “moveth altogether 
if it moves at all.” 

The neurotic, the quick-witted, the morbidly sensitized 
temperament with which we are only too familiar to-day, 
as the dominant stuff out of which genius is made, how 
is it possible for such electric waywardness to do justice 
to the massive single-hearted impulses of a poet as normal, 
as tough, as uncondliatory in his conservatism, as 
Wordsworth ? 

But just as the great winds of night and day can make 
a more m^esdc music when tkey bend the branches of 
a rock-rooted Scotch fir than when they rustle the foliage 
of poplars Or willows, so, when the Spirit does take hold 
of dm man and his sluggish nature vibrates under its 
toudi, we get an inspiration beyond all beauty of artifice 
or evoi of art; and the winds and the waves and the 
water-brooks respond to what is akin to them in ourselves. 

It goes deeply against the grain with me to hstai to 
glib aspersions upon what is called the “optimism” of 
Wordsworth. However much you may sympathize with 
attacks upon his tedious old-fashioned piety, it would 
seem that a man who regarded suffering as a deeper and 
more perdurable thing than pleasure is a somewhat grim 
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and austere optimist. You might as well call Dante an 
optimist ! I do not know any writer except Hardy who 
indicates more tenaciously and with a sterner hand what 
you might call the “bend-sinister” of die boughs of the 
tree of life, and the contortion of rigid endurance that 
binds animate and- inaniniate together, in the long travail 
of the world. 

For good or evil Wordsworth regarded the business of 
being a poet as something very different from the com- 
position of “pretty pieces of paganism.” He set out t o 
■ ■convey in poetry a philosophy ofhu man h appi ness that 
llwasofnecessit^ philoso^y of human endur^w; ^jd 
^ He de lSESatSypasedlf lipgff di e V^es. From die senses 
"came all those overtones and undertones that transported 
him so constandy to that region, to that dimension rather, 
where we feel the presence of the Something else, the 
“Something frr more deeply interfused” that lies “too 
deep for tears,” too deep for words, too deep for reason. 
«dt was SheUev. I beheve, who said that in Wordsworth 
senses think.. And this is true. But they not only 

E , they become ministers of grace in die sternest 
•ances of the spirit. This is where Wordsworth is 
d unique among poets. 

In Keats, the magical and immortal loveliness of Nature 
where “youth grows pale and spectre thin and dies, where 
but to think is to be full of sorrow and leaden-eyed 
despairs,” is contrasted with the tragedy of human life ; 
whereas in Wordsworth there are al ways the simpler, 
austerer.Tmeher presses of Nature w Edh. like a shadow 
on a wayside stone, or a raven crossing a mountain chasm, 
or the cuckoo’s cry “breaking the silence of the seas,” or 
a twisted thorn on a desolate moor, or a tuft of feathered 
grass stirred by the wind upon a ruined wall, blaid 
themselves with the refusal of the stoical heart to abate 
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one jot of resolution and independence under the shocks 
of untoward fortune. 

It is not necessary to journey to the Lake Country, 
where he was bom and Hved, to catch the essence of his 
revelation. Many of his most characteristic poems were 
written elsewhere. Wherever a wave breaks or a wind 
blows, wherever the sun rises or sets, wherever a highway 
crosses an upland unto the wide unknown, wherever tke 
moonlight rails on the works of men’s hands, wherever 
a roadside ditch reveals a flowering weed, or the smoke 
mounts firom a human heartih, or a girl sings at her work, 
or a child “leaps up on his mother’s arm,” or “a single 
field, of many, one” arrests us with its mysterious 
shock of obscure memory, the spirit of Wordsworth’s 
poetry abides. 

What he Communicates is deeper than the potency of 
the picturesqt^ or even, in the ordinary sense, of die 
beautiful. It is Q £thos£jamtainu&.fedhnes.that^^^ to us 
all now a nd then, and lift us out of oursekes- and out of . 
our sorr ows, with v ague in timations o f something in tha 
mere.£sp_e amce^^odd^ beyond ill-luck, that 

Ss poetry kee psJlinring ; and it is for this reason that he 

What he is for ever fumbling and groping towards is 
nothing less than what, in another medium, is the main 
preoccupation of Proust’s convoluted prose, the secret of 
e xistence caught, so to speaL on the wing among th^ 
j/ feost casual, accidental, and fleeting of our sfinse-impres- 
[ Soi^^ The fever of the world, ratiier tiian any suffering 
bfloss, is what dulls our inner sense to these rare feelings ; 
and though to make much of them no leisured detachment 
firom the burden and the heat of the day is required, they 
do seem to arrive most naturally to the espedd sensibility 
of feminine youth and masculine old age. 
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Certainly with Wordsworth — and this is deeply in- 
volved with his peculiar temperament — it is from the 
broo j ing-receptiyitv of girlhood md from the outward-* 
gazm^jcontempUtion of agedmen^that the most powerful 
elements in his inspiration are drawn. 

On the other hand, n o po et has written m poi^^dy as-^ 
he has do ne of the6^agic intensity of the maternal passi<^ i 
“Women labouring of child” and women •mth ihfrnte at 
the breast play a part in his poems second only to that of 
yotmg girls and old men ; and the noticeable thing is that 
in aU these cases it is up on what one might call 0ie passim 
state of being r ather than upon any state of acrionthat the 
emtm^is isAfngcesaty laid. 

Clever analytical natures, as well as those in whose 
existence the aesthetic element dominates, will never be 
naturally attracted to Wordsworth ; for die w hole, drifr. 
of bis p oetr y concerns those ( simple ^ut fleeting and 
} [ mysterio us se nsa tions^ jt hat are beyi mdLaiiilysis m a Eav e~ 
'j to do vtiW- ^c.JiQroaSxaDrinnfrv .^^ Jifr. 

One might, indeed, say that the abiding subject of 
Wordswoith’s poetry is the most difficult of all sulgects, 
as well as die most important ; for it is nothing l ess than 
an attempt to pu t into words th ose ob sc ure fe cliugS-jof 
f halt-physical. Hall^mystic^ happiness that come to all _o£_ 
i us in ordimi ^ lifd and come from quite casual impres- 
nons.'andr^t when they come sweep us away into strange 
vistas of unearthly exultation. 

And the miracle is that w henever be does succeed in 
ptching these vague, subde. fleeting feelfo gSr bis laugnagp 
f^es on a mafflc^ direct ness , an unpcommodati ng aus- 
^eritvrh~sSnpu5tv^ Ti ke that of polished pebbles und^ 
moonlit water. What we must remember is that the 
same honesty, the same grave realism, the same absence 
of the afiected or the artificial, that accounts for his 
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grandest poetical effects, also accounts for those things 
in his work that strike the un-Wordsworthian mind as 
dull, puerile, ridiculous, grotesque, and idiotic. What 
really confronts us in Wordsworth is a strong, hard, self- 
centred, unsociable temperament that has the power of 
responding to the inanimate and the elementd as if it 
were itself tough as a gnarled tree, hard as a weather- 
beaten stone, m^estic in its inhuman aloofiiess as the 
motions of dawn and noon and night 

The way to get at his real value, his abiding quality, is 
not to draw back from the mass of moralistic tedium and 
ponderous sermonizing, but to wander over the surface of 
all this with a sensitized divining-rod ; for through all of 
it runs, like an underground river, that startling intimacy 
with the voices and the silences of the inanimate that 
brings us close to the cosmic secret. 

We need no unusual devemess, no particular gift of 
taste, no espedal luck in our chance-given abode, no 
favour from the gods in our fate-chosen companions, no 
exceptional power of mind or spirit, to s aturate ourse lves 
in Wo rdsworth’s wav of li fe. Surrounded by dullness, 
we can touch t h e eternal . Surroun d ed by the common- 
pkce, we can fed t he infin ite,_.,All that we need is a 
"cSrtain stoical self-centredness, a certain aloofiiess from 
the world, a certain sacred stupidity, a certain consecrated 
and crafty detachment from the lively interests of the 
hour, and a tendaicy, I might almost say, to ^are the 
sub-humanity of rocks and stones and trees, to watch the 
grass growing tiU we grow with it, the wayside stones 
waiting till we wait with them, to walk with the morning 
as with a companion, with the night as with a friend, to 
catch the pathos of the human generations from the ram 
on the roof, and the burden of the mystery that rounds it 
all from the wind that voyages past the threshold. 
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Yes, the thing to do with "W^ordsworth is simply to 
disregard his conventional virtue, his conventional piety, 
his ponderous moralizings, and to treat all these as a 
wholesome and reassuring proof that his inspiration, when 
it does arrive, is unique in its integrity ; for with him it 
is not the premeditated originality of a poet trying hard 
to say something that has been never said before, but the 
voice — ^against the grain of his own conventionality — “of 
what was and is and is to come.” 

Every great genius makes use, either positively or 
negatively, of what might be called the defects of his 
character. It is for this reason that the fiiults of a man of 
genius are of the utmost interest and worthy of the closest 
scrutiny. Now WordswQi 3h!s-inmt.-i3bvious j^ult, is a 
certain hard, stupidj_w 9 oden.imp 5 moumess hnplying^ a 
Tack of porous hun^ sympathy._JBut.whH3. one comes ts 
analyst thh limitatio n down to the depths one,&idsjhal: 
It IS thii~v ^ hardness,, as though some nervous fibre in 
"himrEHlumed into stone, that helps h im tO-gLve a cle ar, 
pure echo to the_oyerwne^and jmd^oaes- ofithe-saiser 
feelings of tlieicenetaSEik.' 

It is difficult enough for the individual to put aside the 
distractions of action so as to yield himself to the purer 
sensuous impressions of diurnal existence ; but it is more 
difficult stiH to put aside, along with the detractions of 
action, those personal, emotional, subjective reactions 
which prevent us firom being a perfectly detached medium 
for the primal feelings of life, as such feelings have been 
repeated for countless centuries. 

Now it is the very hardness and imperviousness in this 
great poet’s character that saved him firom all those nervous 
susceptibilities, both physical and metaphysical, such as 
proved so deaffiy to h^ mend Coleridge. But it did more 
tVian that. It made it easy for him to echo back — ^as if 
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from the surface of a hard mountain rock — ^all those 
primeval murmurs of our normal responses to life, over- 
tones of the universal senses of man, which the distractions 
of more sensitized individual nerves, as well as the obvious 
distractions of action, prevent our hearing. To isolate, in 
other words, “the still small voice” of the universal 
sense-feehngs of the generations amid the uproar of the 
world it is necessary to be as tough as wood or as hard as 
stone. 

But there is often brought against Wordsworth by 
people whose sense of humour is no more than a cheap 
awareness of the ludicrous, t he ch arge of being, outrage- 
ously ridiculqus. This, ardong the critical wags of his 
Own day, must have been the prevalent “clever” reaction 
to such curious poems as Peter Bell, The Idiot Bdy, Goody 
Blake and Harry Gill, and evaa to The Last of the Flock 
and The Thom ; aU o£ wMch , are - p,Qems _wherein a 
osrta in^ tragi c intensi fir is c ombineji . with a gr otesque 
hchildishneg. 

''"Now anyone who has known country life in England 
until it has grown into his bones knows that there is a 
grim bedrock humour there, such as might be called 
“the humour of the human skeleton,” something which 
lurks in the very ground-element of rural intercourse, 
something which must inevitably strike a jocular outsider 
as grotesquely childish and a sensitive outsider as crazily 
repulave. 

The dement I am thinking of is indeed the aesthetic 
inverse of that stark realism of the country which un- 
doubtedly does have an aspea that is hard and pitiless, if 
not actually brutal and terrible. 

As I have hinted above, the groundwork of Words- 
worth’s own psychology was the extreme opposite of the 
sentimental or the “artistic,” It was essentially tough, 
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austere, stoical; possessmg the terrible patience, under 
one’s own and others’ suflfering, of old trees, old animals, 
old men and old women. 

And what in these grotesque lyrical vignettes of tragic 
endurance attains its grandest utterance in poems luce 
Michael and Ruth and The Affliction of Margaret, and in 
the noble verses about the aged Leech-gatherer, whose 
“head and feet,” so bent he was, were “coming together 
in life’s pilgrimage,” finds a diffused and long-winded 
expression in diose lengthy productions that only the real 
initiate in the Wordsworthian secret is able to get through. 
I refer to die Prelude and the Excursion, where the poet’s 
own lumbering and egoistic evolution is revealed — ^not 
widiout a nortii-countryman’s crafty reserve — ^in all its 
instinctive earth-bound sagacity, its integral debouchings, 
its tough and hard-sinewed piety. 

Most poetry-lovers are content to enjoy Wordsworth’s 
poetry, when from a purely poetic point of view it is at 
its best, as in Intimations and Tintern Abbey, and in so 
many of the Sonnets, and in such magical outbursts as the 
Highland Reaper ; but my own feeling is that, quite apart 
firom these grander heights, apart even firom his cosmic 
intuitions widi regard to die “Something far more deeply 
interfused,” there can be discovered, scattered amid the 
incredible tedium, banality, and sheer silliness, of so much 
of his work, bints and suggestions towards a way of taking 
life which can prove of unspeakable value even to minds 
that are forced to reject with indignant aversion die 
traditional foundation of his old-foshioned piety. 

To have made our senses not only think for us, but 
supply us widi vistas of strange feeling, down which, like 
gossamer-galleons charged with die after-thoughts of a 
thousand generations, die long broodings of our race can 
drift, was no negligible achievement. It was to open 
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the door, it was to lift the sluice, it was to roll back the 
hori2on a little further, for every child of man ; so that 
without idealism or romanticism or any affectations or 
novelties of art, a simple unintellectual man or woman, 
however closely bound to the wheel of matter and the 
iron of circumstance, may catch sometimes from the least 
promising aspects of our earth*-life and the least engaging 
aspects of the itianimate around us, a breath of what, if 
it is neither ecstasy nor hope, is at least a reciprocity of 
endurance. A plain man or woman, bearing up under a 
monotonous and weary existence, can get small comfort 
from being told “to live in the Beautiful, the Good and 
the True,” but concealed beneath the weight of Words- 
worth’s too frequent tediousness lies a secret that can 
bring to such burdened spirits a startling and masterful 
release, a trick of tapping, in the response of our senses 
to Hfe on its barest level, a well-spring of inscrutable 
strength, in the power of which— just as if, only a little 
way below our barest sense of being alive, there flowed, 
along its own mysterious channel-bed, an unfathomable 
stream of formidable life-force — our soul can dispense 
with what love and art and cleverness add to life, and can 
touch in its stripped and lonely integrity what might be 
called “the Thing in Itself,” that primal energy of creation, 
of which the common inanimate and die common ele- 
ments are the simplest embodiment, and in contact with 
which we grow aware of something in ourselves whose 
power of endurance is at once subhuman and superhuman. 

The essencc ^efWcadsworthlooni^ is totally 

apart Sbm hjs ftri uiitional piet y. It is a sto ids m that draws 
its str^gth ffoinlorces outside huma nity. It is a stoicism 
'that endures as rocks and trees an<f plants and animals 
endure ; but inasmuch as it is an inhuman stoicism, it 
endures as in the presence of so me thing beyond the 
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categories of human thought. It endures, like the sleep- 
less eye of the whole astronomical world, in a cosmic 
expectation as undisturbed by hope as it is untroubled 
by despair. 

Casually turning the pages of any complete edition of 
Wordsworth’s poems, the heart of even the most devoted 
adherent must often sink in weariness, if not in actual 
indignation. Never was there so much dullness, so much 
convention and tedium, so much sluggishness, so much 
uninspired wordiness. 

Expurgated indeed he must be, unless you are a reader 
for whom it is oiough if words rhyme ; enough if some 
kind of a metre reminding us of poetry is kept going. 

And, Heaven help us, it is an expurgation ftom the dull, 
not the indecent, that is required! “He who uttered 
nothing base” wrote the good Tennyson of him in fatuous 
praise. As if the most blasphemous scurriHty would not 
be a rehef after such heavy purity. • 

And yet for a reader who has once got on the track of 
the Wordsworthian secret no selection is really quite 
satisfying. In some queer way it seems a sort of homely 
reassurance against the kind of artistic premeditation and 
forced originality one has come so deeply to distrust that 
the man should remain so sublimely, so obstinately, so 
stupidly natural ! The best way is to regard all this mass of 
pontifical meandering as the only soil, ^ck enoi^h, heavy 
enough, weedy enough, clayey enough, unconscious enough, 
to produce the particular kind of enchanted root which the 
immortal gods called Moly, and which the Messenger gave 
to the much-enduiing Odysseus, so that he might enjoy 
unbetrayed the perilous embraces of the daughter of the 
sun, and learn from her how to bear without losing heart 
“the still sad music” of the unnumbered nations of the 
dead, who shall see that sun no more. 
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O NE wonders how many people there are who 
have it in them to be more thrilled by the 
poetry of Milton than by any other poetry 
in om language, but who for one reason and 
artother have never made any real effort to 
do him justice ? 

I fency there are more sensitive and receptive persons 
in this condition — a. condition of accidental ignorance — 
than anyone would believe possible ; and I Itocy, too, 
that the chief cause why su<i people dodge, avoid, and 
instiactively sheer off any attempt to read for pure pleasure 
poems that I suppose most of them were forced into some 
acquaintance wim at school, is an absurdly simple one, the 
fact that they link his genius with everything that has been 
most unpleasant to them in the Christian reUgion. 

This feeling would not apply so much to Catholics ; 
though I daresay they are tempted to regard the cruder 
elemeaits of Milton’s creed as a perfect example of the 
disastrous effect of heresy upon a noble mind. 

Certainly it is astonishing what violent and scandalous 
lapses from any discreet tolerance of his orthodox oppon- 
ents this great “combustible” heretic allows himself! 

Not only Roman Catholics, but every brand of tra- 
ditionalist, rituali s t, sacramentalist, prelatist and sacer- 
dotalist must feel in every line of Milton’s work that they 
touch here their arch-enemy! And he is their arch- 
enemy. But on die other hand, he is certainly no favourite 
of rationalists. His position would be indeed rather like 
that of Spinoza, save that an unfortunate vein of rather 
gross materialism in him betrayed him now and then into 
a grotesque anthropomorphism. 
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But I suppose there are few congenital haters of ritual- 
ism in religion who have not been entertained by the 
ferocious iconoclasm of Milton’s Limbo. It is not a 
retort in kind to Dante’s treatment of haredcs. It shows 
more easy-going contempt than inquisitorial merdlessness. 
But I will quote the passage, for it really is eictraordinarily 
effective; and the desolate rondure and shivering con- 
vexity which he imagines to exist at the back of the stellar 
world is a wonderful locale for a Limbo of this sort. In 
this and in all future quotations I will use the Oxford 
edition takoi from the old texts so that the reader can get 
the poet’s own particular spelling. 

All th’ uoaccomplislit works of Natures hand 
Abortive, monstrous, or unkindly mixt. 

Dissolv’d on earth, fleet hither, and in vain 
Till final dissolution, wander here *, 


Embryos, and Idiots, Eremits and Friers 
White, Black and Grey, with all diir trumperie. 
Here Pilgrims roam, that stray’d so frrr to sedc 
In Golgotha him dead, who lives in Heav’n : 
And they who to be sure of Paradise 
Dying put on the weeds of Dominic, 

Or in Franciscan think to pass disguis’d ; 


And now Saint Peter at Heaven’s Widtct seems 
To wait them with his keys, and now at foot 
Of Heav’ns ascent they lift their feet, when lo 
A violent cross wind from either coast 
Blows them transverse ten thousand leagues awry 
Into the devious air ; then m%ht ye see 
Cowles, Hoods and Habits with their wearers tost 
And fluttered into R^gs, then Rdiques, Beads, 
Indulgences, Dispenses, I^dons, Bulk, 

The sport of Winds : all these upwhirl’d aloft 
Fly o re the backnde of the world . . . 
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But it is undoubtedly because the word “Milton,” 
instead of reminding us, as perha|)s it ought, of his lovely 
early poems, or even of his “Titan angels, Gabriel, 
Abdiel,” calls up a harsh and unsympathetic theology, 
which it is distressing to think our ancestors accepted, 
that so many of us sheer oiF. It is almost as if there were 
some sinister kind of bruise at the back of our inherited 
consciousness upon which the particular tone he adopts 
seems to press with painful severity. 

All this may be, and I think in a large measure it is, 
unfair to him. The “sublime notion and high mystery” 
of the “sun-clad” Chastity he praises in Comus is much 
more a Platonic than a Puritan attribute, and the infent 
Christ-god of the Nativity Hymn is celebrated in a mytho- 
logical rather than a scriptural maimer. But the fact 
remains that what our humanity, our dviHzation, our life 
has suffered, both in Great Britain and in the United 
States, from Puritanism has left: such a deep hurt, that, as 
the paramount puritan poet, Afilton pays the penalty. 

Devoted readers of Milton however cannot, it is dear, 
dismiss the whole subject of his religion with the weary 
sigh with which we dismiss the cruder and more repul- 
sive aspects of the creed of our Protestant ancestors. An 
intelligence as powerful, a genius as commanding as his, 
must, we fed, have had some inner light to live by, true 
enough, real enough, inspired enough to feed his deeper 
soul, and not as incommunicable to us, or as totmy 
unacceptable by us, in our present perplexities, as are 
those grosser aspects of the puritan creed. 

One thing stands out dearly enou^. Both Miltons 
personal temperament — ^something proud, cold, and 
traiKlun ar in_jhs. noblest part-j of h is mtiirg— aniTliTr 
indignant vision of the evil in the world, militated against 
his stresang that tender love of the Father of which Jesus 
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speaks. Nor did the orthodox doctrines of the Incarna- 
tion and Redemption mean very much to him. He was, 
to speak plainly, what Panurge would call “a resolute 
formal Heretic, a rooted and combustible Heretic.” 

But though his solitary pride and his unguUible recogni- 
tion of the prosperity of evil rendered Ihm cold to the 
doctrine of God’s fatherly love, he did, one feels, from 
the very bottom of his soul believe in God. But the God 
he believed in, and held by heroically to the very last, 
was never the God of Jesus nor of Paul nor of John. He 
was the God of Milton ; and in many respects resembles 
AUah rather than Jehovah. Where, however, he differs 
from both AUah and Jehovah is that while remaining a 
“God of Hosts,” never quite forgetful of his lonely 
champions in a world given over to Baal and Dagon, he 
is also the great ultimate Spirit of life, the Creator Spiritus, 
the nameless, mysterious eternal Tao behind the whole 
astronomical universe. 

But as with many another solitary God-fearing sage, 
this high, cold, heroic, itihuman feith in the First Cause 
is not a faith calculated to be popular with normal men 
and women. 


Another obstacle, if I am not mistaken, to the pure 
pleasure that can be derived from his poetry springs from - 
its inherent nature, from the subde and recondite char- 
acter of the particular h arn^S es he c reates^ But what 
poetry can be~raned superior to Milton’s at his best? 
u^mply as a poetical artist, overcoming, in a way that 
se ems as miraculous as it is beyond aU imitation, the 
obstinate resistance of words, his only rivals on our tongue 


are Keats and Shakespeare. 

When it comes to descriptions of Nature^ JrL-JiadiajL 
Matthew Arnold s o apfly natural m agic. Keats is at_ 
|t he top of aU. . Even Shakespeare cannot equal him. 
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^ere is a rich vegetative intricately-flowing life-sap in 
' slow cadences of his music. The evening rains soften 
his rhymes and his words melt into the dew of the mom- 
itig- They cease to be words. They become odours and 
. touches and tastes. They become presences felt through 
the pores of the skin and upon the palate of the moudi. 
The flowing of his syllables conveys Ae very life of green- 
growing dungs, the hush, the inheld breath, the atmo- 
sphere around them, the inefiable bloom upon them, the 
long patience of their “cool-rooted” vigils. 

The quivering expectances of his forest trees, “branch- 
charmed by the earnest stars,” the “embalm’d darkness” 
of his “verdurous glooms,” holds a magic that even 
Shakespeare cannot invoke. Passages like the latter’s — 

O Proserpina ! 

For the flowers now, that flighted thou let’st &U 
From Dis’s waggon : dafibdils, 

That come before the swallow dares, and take 
The winds of March with beauty ; . . . 

have a lighter, airier, freer, more dramatic, more ballad- 
like freshness, but they are surpassed by the younger poet’s 
power of communicating to us what the shy indwelling 
Genius of each of these Uving things actually feels itself in 
. its leafy sedusion as the wandering airs caress its sap- 
warmed growth. The great dramatist, in his reckless and 
arbitrary inspirations, and his wanton Elizabethan fantasy, 
win fling off his classical allusions and snatch his easy 
human metaphors, and then must needs on with the 
passions of his tale ; and thus his 

. . . violets dim 

But sweeter than the lids of Juno’s eyes 
Or Cytherea’s breath ; pale primroses, 

That die unmarried, ere they can behold 
Blight Phoebus in ^ strength— a malady 
Most inddent to maids ; 
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do not measure up, lovely as they are, to Keats’s 
Fast-fading violets, covered-up in leaves. 

For the particular feelings evoked in us by winter and 
spring, Shakespeare, I admit, comes very near to him; 
but for the pecuHar sensations of autumn, for that rich- - 
swooning indescribable hush, for instance, when 

... in a wailful choir the small gnats mourn 
Among the river sallows, home doft 
'Or sinking as the Hght wind Eves or dies. 

I think Keats leaves him some distance behind. 

,^ut this kind of earth-brooding j:^sm,_thi5, rar^ 
sensitivi^^ to naturaT^magc, is not ^^only Jorm great 
goe^.ian.take;, .and Milton ia.kos ownspecul sphere 
^ un surpassed as Shakespearc-and Keats in. theirs. 

And what is his spedd sphere ? Alas ! it is only in the 
first two books of Paradise Lost that we learn what it is ; 
and here all poets except Homer take a second place. It 
is the invention of what you can only call cosmic scenery. 
and it is the peopling of these huge and monstrous regions 
with superhuman presences, awe-inspiring and terrific as 
their boundless background. Michelangelo had some- 
thing of fids power. It is a totally different thing firom 
what Dante did. It requires a larger imagination than 
Dante’s but a much less intellectual one, and apparently 
one with less power of being protracted and drawn out. 

But over tins latter point one hesitates ! Dmte certainly 
seems to have more unwearied creative int^ity, as he 
certainly has more architectural realism; but, after all, 
Dante’s invention lacks die enormous horizons of Milton’s, 
and his more philosophical scholasticism saved him firom 
the appalling handicap of Milton’s anthropomorphic 
theology. On the other hand, the terza rima of the Italian 
could never in its inheroit nature carry its rider across 
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the ‘‘wasteful deep’’ with those cumulative soarings and 
sinkings, those condor-winged hoverings and towerings 
of the Miltonic Pegasus. 

Nor had Dante — ^though he had a good deal — as much 
power of conjuring up, by the thaumaturgic names of 
mythic-historic persons and places, such vistas of old 
romance as Milton possessed. 

Let us cling to the wings of Lucifer in two of his 
flights — 

. . . som rimes 

He scours the right hand coast, som times the left. 

Now shaves with level wing the Deep, then soares 
Up to the fiery concave towering high. 

As when ftrr off at Sea a fleet descri’d 
Hangs m the clouds, by Aquinocrial Wind 
Close sailing from Bengala, or the lies 
Of Temate and Tidore, whence Merchants bring 
This spicie drugs ; they on the trading flood 
Through the wide Ethiopian to Cape 
Ply stemming nightly toward the Pole. 


... all unawares 

Fluttering his pennons vain plumb down he drops 
Ten thousand fadom deep, and to this hour 
Down had been falling, had not by ill chance 
The strong rebuff of some tumultuous cloud 
Instinct with Fire and Nitre hurried him 
As many miles aloft ; that fiirie stay’d 
Quench’t in a boggie Syrtis, neither Sea 
NoBrgood dry Land ; nigh foundered on he fares 
Treading the crude consistence, half on foot. 

Half flying : behoves him now both Oare and Saile. 


The truth is, Milton’s technique is such that although there 
is never the least obscurity in what he writes or a nyjdoubt 
[ about his meaning, fihe secret of his styleJ ii^Qjimmdi so 
remote, so unusual that it requires a different ear from that 
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which most of us posse ss befo re its supreme quality caji 
have justice done to it^ 

'"Tms supreme quality lies undoubtedly in a far-reaching 
complicated harmony, which displays itself to fullest 
advantage in long organ-diapasons and vast aerial flights, 
but which can concentrate itself with surprising artfulness 
in short lines and short poems. 

No j)oet who .has ever lived, not Homer or Dante.or any 
otiE^, Im su^ g^us for suggesting .uThmited-horizons, 
ho^rom eidier m space orJn tim e ; and the curious thing 
iTthat he can create the effect of such unlimited horizons 
in what you might call the reverberating echoes of lines 
that in themselves are brief, concise, laconic. This is an 
inspired trick of his, and one that must always return upon 
the ear of a poetic cormoisseur with a firesh and startling 
thrill. He dbanges ins s^le consdously. and deliberately 
as he grWs older ; and it is curious to note what elements 
oTEarmony are preserved from beginning to end and 
what are deliberately dropped. 

Let me set down a specimen of his earliest rd^ious- 
mythological poetry and of his latest. 

From me Nativity Hymn 

Such Musick (as ’tis said) 

Before was never made. 

But when of old the sons of morning sung, 

While the Creator Great 
His constellations set 

And the weE-ballanc’t world on hinges hung. 

And cast the dark foundations deep, 

And bid the wdtring waves their oozy channel keep. 

From Samson Agonistes 

But he though blind of sight 
Despised, and thought exdnguish’t quite, 

Wim inward eyes iUuminatcd 
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His fierie vertue rouz’d 
From under ashes into sudden fkme 
And as an ev’ning Dragon came 
Assailant on the perched roosts, 

And nests in order rang’d 
Of tame villatic Fowl ; but as an Eagle 
His cloudless thunder bolted on thir heads 
So vertue giv’n for lost, 

Deprest, and overthrown, as seem’d 
Like that self-begotten bird 
In the Arabian woods embost. 

That no second knows nor third. 

And lay e’re while a Holocaust 
-From out her ashie womb now teem’d 
Revives, reflourishes, then vigorous most 
When most unactive deem’d. 

And though her body die, her fame survives 
A secular bird ages of hves. 

Since both these fragments contain rhyme and alliteration 
and assonance, it is interesting to note how, with the years 
of furious controversy intervening between them, the 
sound of their rhythm differs. 

In both cases, and this alone suggests some special 
musical quality in them, you find your Ups instinctively 
moving as you read ; but this silent reading aloud is not 
the same. The first fragment has such an undulating, 
swinging, reef-bell rhythm that it calls for a monotonous 
chanting intonation, whereas the other lines are so full 
of artfd turns and abrupt condensations of dramatic 
intensity, such as “douefless thunder bolted on their 
heads,” that it is hard not to imagine yourself some great 
Hebraic herald with the star of David upon your tabard 
as you declaim them. 

But apart from the style of his poems, there is some- 
thing about Milton’s dominant tone that i s so_lonely, so 
defiantj so contemptuous., of co mmon opin ion, so self- 
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absorbed, self-sufficing, that the reader has always to 
advance a considerable mstance to meet him; whereas 
in the case of Shakespeare and Keats, they, so to speak, 
advance that same distance towards their reader. 

Milton’s ego is constantly narrowing, hardening, and 
intensifying itself against fate or chance or God or Satan 
or the Crowd or against Life or against Death; while 
Keats and Shakespeare are constantly resolving themselves 
into all these things and many more, losing their identities 
in what they contemplate, becoming what they write of, 
merging themselves in the huge pluralism of the world. 

Mdton stands away from humanity like some great 
pharos-tower mocking the huge sea with its search-hght, 
whereas Keats and Shakespeare seem to shp out of the 
circle of all personal consciousness and to eiyoy — as many 
of us can at various momoits — & large diffusion of their 
individual being in response to the common glamour, 
the common romance, die common tragedy of hfe. 

Milton’s poetry tends when it is most characteristic to 
monumentalize itself into certain great negative gestures ; 
the gestures, for example, of some planetary hero-God, 
Devil, or Poet, defying lemons of stupid, contemptible, 
but implacable foes ! Shakespeare’s poetry, on the con- 
trary, resembles the careless commentary of some vast 
impersonal Being, brooding on the ways of a world too 
pitifid, to be damned, and too mad and wicked to be saved. 

And unless we can identify ourselves with the negative 
heroism of the Miltonic superman, it is natural that we 
should find the many-sounding blessings and cursings of 
Shakespeare’s multitudinous chorus easier to appropriate 
and to absorb. 

Milton’s poetry divides itself, as his life did, into his 
thoughts, filings, and ideals before Cromwell’s death, and 
his thoughts, frelings, and ide^ <fier Cromwell’s death. 
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/gefore the Civil War he— w as a late Eli2aiiethaii,_a. 
^^t<^cjei£rmer,_a_Spenseri^ |)uritaii».,ibll of lyri^ 
fepe for t& wqdd. ^^er ^e Ciyi, W at he .was lhe.blinii 
Prophe t of a.lo5t causs^jilunged in despair.aboutthe worlj 
with noth hig l eft: but Joh-pxaud JiidividuaLconsdeiice^^ 
^co nqu erable fd^ m a God made after his own image, 
a nd his undefeated -vdll. 

The whole process was a process of tragic stiffening, of 
tragic hardening, of tragic narrowing down. In his earKer 
poems his interest radiates outwards in a passionate 
student’s response to the loveliness of Nature, to the 
reformation of abuses, to pride in England as the pro- 
tagonist of hberty, to the beauty of Diana-like girls and 
the culture of charming Rousseauish women. 

During the Civil War and the Commonwealth he 
poured forth his savage hatred of secular and reHgious 
tyrants, his unbounded hopes for his country’s greatness, 
his indignant revolt against legal customs that cripple the 
freedom of domestic happiness. Hfe jprose is more savage 
and chaotic than h is poetry. j^ defendaldivorce^-JEie 
defendsh^ffom oftIiought*and speech. He passionately 
defends the regicides. 

Eut the Milton of the Restoration, when all he had 
struggled for was defeated, and when worldly and cynical 
wits were chpping the locb of his Samson-England and 
loosening the limbs of his Heroic Muse, is the Milton we 
know best, the Milton whose sohtary and austere grandeur 
repels as much as it attracts, the Milton towards whom it 
is we who have to advance like Adam to meet Raphael, 
if we are to enter the ensorcerized terrain of his guarded 
mount. 

ISSSO^^^^y^ ^ ^^-hfe ^ew Tnni i e . and more tragic, t hoi^h 
steadily^ gjhn^,,jKadi ly more stoical and resign ed, asit 
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And poeticaJlY i t grew grander and sterner and always 
less compromising, until it culminated in ~tEe towering_~ 
pEoSniSfe^t of die etidT of Samson Agonisies^ It gives 
oiie^ strange feeling to" turn liack to V Allegro and II 
Penseroso after following him to the end. These gay, 
“richly-dight,” dainty fencies are like the flutings of some 
young Enceladus before the gods throw a mountain upon 
his head. “Doric delicacy,” as the wise Provost of Eton 
said, could scarcely go further ; but I feel confident that 
lovers of the rarer and scarcer elements in poetry will 
always prefer Comus and Lycidas. Comus is Hke an im- 
passioned Nocturne upon the two Eleusinian secrets that 
in his youth interested him most; the “high mystery” 
of Chastity and the “high mystery” of Music. 

There are cadencies in this poem, sounds melting into 
translunar silence, and sdence precipitating itself into 
quick-silver drops of sound, that might almost be said, 
if you allowed the wings of Psyche to embrace the wings 
of Eros, to reach die pure plenilune of the Platonic vision. 
Anticipations of Shedey blend here with echoes of 
Sparser; but the fingers on the lute-strings of tiiis 
Olympian Israfel are firmer, stronger, more deft and 
Hpfinitp in their touch than either of those other platonists. 

At which I ceas’t, and listened them a while 
Till an unuSuaU stop of sudden sUence 
Gave respit to the drowsie flighted steeds 
That draw the litter of dose-curtained sleep. 

At last a soft and solemn-breathii^ sound 
Rose like a steam of rich distilled Perfumes 
And stole upon the Air, that even Silence 
Was took ’ere she was ware, and wist’t she might 
Deny her nature, and be never more 
Still to he so displac’t. I vras all eare, 

And took in strains that might create a soul 
Under the ribs ofDeath - . . 
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But if Comus reaches forward and backward in its 
bewitched vistas of moonUt platonism to Shelley and 
Spenser, there are fairy-like touches that suggest Shake- 
speare’s Tempest in lines like these 

. . . else O theevish Night 
Why shouldst thou, but for some fellonious end 
In thy dark lantern thus close up the stars 
That nature hung in Heav'n and filled their lamps 
With everlasting oil, to give due light 
To the misled and lonely traveller ? 

. . • • . ^ 

what might this be i A thousand fantasies 
Begin to throng into my memory 
Of calling shapes, and beckning shadows dire. 

And airy tongues that syllable mens names 
On Sands, and Shears, and desert Wildernesses. 

Every great poet suffers from certain congenital 
defects which, if not the fatal and inevitable “ defects 
of his quality,” are deep parts of his inherent character. 

The worst defect, to my m ind, in Mil ton is a certain 
_ incurable materiali m. I use this word deliberately ra tbw 
than die word “r^Esm” ; because both Shakespeare and 
Keats are extremely “realistic” without ever being in the 
remotest degree “materialistic.” 

But Mdton is just diat ; and not seldom ! It is a certain 
heaviness in the wings of his imagination, that, while it 
serves him to good purpose in his huge planetary flights, 
tends sometimes to brush away some impdpable petal-dust 
from the “purflM” parterres of his Muse’s Pleasance. 

Indeed, so heavily do these great wings flap sometimes 
among the flower-beds of his Arcadia, that the frail 
loci are “with sighing sent” to more secluded retreats. 
In the beautiful lines I have just quoted, for instance, there 
lurks, iu spite of flieir Shakespearean audadty, a touch of 
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this cruder handling. Let us put it plainly. It is in fiict 
a tendency to M plumb down into the grotesquely 
prosaic; and thus it is something totally different from 
those startlingly realistic words in Keats and Shakespeare 
which only mhance the poetical effect. 

Consider the word “clammy,” used by Keats in the 
Ode to Autumn : 

For summer has o’er-brimmed their clammy cells. 

How perfectly in harmony with the spirit of the hot, 
misty, wistfuUy-languorous weather he is describing is 
that aEusion to the wax of the honeycomb ! 

But though Milton’s “dark-lantern” has a Shake- 
spearean ring, I confess to relucting at the introduction of 
oil-lamps into the firmament. The word “everlasting” 
may have a certain bibhcal congruity with the word 
“ou,” but surely the homely Shakespearean, “There’s 
husbandry in Heaven : their candles are all out !” suggests 
those flickering points of stellar light more appropriately. 

And I cannot resist the same sort of feding about that 
expression, “gay wardrobe,” applied to the flowers in 
Lycidas ; and worse even than that — a.t least to my Celtic 
taste — ^is the passage describing the frugiferous feast offered 
by Eve to the ar^el in Eden, when the poet hastens to 
remind us that there was no danger of such a banquet 
growing “cold.”v<:^ 

It is, I think, always in foreg round t^criptiom that to 
cunbuT^ment of prosaic mate riaSs m in. Milton s fihey 
emerges. The moment his landscape broadens and ex- 
pands, the wings of his inclination gather power. His 
spirit must have been for ever craving wider horizons 
than ordinary life gave him; and to very clumsiness 
may have sprung from this. Shakespeare’s greater swift- 
ness of imagery and bolder rush of metaphor carry off 
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a good deal that wouldn’t bear the captious scrutiny of 
lumbering and literal pedantry, and it is true that Milton’s 
incomparable music often serves him the same good turn ; 
but even the music of such a line as “a thousand liveried 
angels lackey her,” in the great passage in praise of chastity, 
only just saves us from this prosaic grotesqueness. The 
same quaint emphasis upon well-attired attendants — and 
even there I find it obnoxious — occurs in the Nativity 
Hymn in the passage about the bright-hamessed angels 
“in order serviceable.” 

Lovely as his praise of chastity in Comus is, it is, I think, 
not uncharacteristic of the heroic belligerency of his proud 
spirit that the negative side of the great duality should be 
emphasi2ed, and that it should be rather the defeat of evil 
than the triumph of good that rings out in grandest blast. 

But evil on itself shall back recoil 
And mix no more with goodness, when at last 
Gather’d like scum, and settled to itself 
It shaU he in eternal restless change 
Self-fed and selfconsum’d, if this feil, ’ 

The pillar’d firmament is rottenness 
And earths base built on stubble . . . 

But it is in Lycidas where Milton is at his very best ; and 
I shall have many sympathizers when I call this poem the 
loveliest in our language. Nor is its perfection — ^un- 
equalled by any single Ode of Keats or by any single 
passage in Shalcespeare — ^made less by the formidaWe 
outburst of wrath against the unworthy shepherds of the 
people. 

And how curious to note that the finest raidering 
of one of the' most characteristic marvels of our rocky 
coasts— the whirling revolutions of sea-gull flights around 
the precipitate cliffs — should appear in this most 
unnc^ralistic of scholars, whom even the city-bred lexi- 

112 



MILTON 


cographer scolds for his lack of observation. I refer tx> the 

And questioned every gust of rugged wings 
That blows from off each beaked promontory — 

for this is surely as good — ^and in their special province 
too — as any “realism” of Keats or Shakespeare. Lycidas 
is so drenched in the magic of the ancient poets that for 
those among us who are ^orant of Greek and Latin it 
comes miraculously near to being an adequate substitute 
for the Classics, seducing us with the very accents of 
those sken tongues ! 

For inspked skill in conveying the evasive nuances of 
the fond, wistful, and yet even faintly-playfeil “second- 
thoughts” with which we soothe our sorrow after a death 
that touches us but doesn’t touch too nearly, this poem is 
perfect. It conveys every %htest sigh and every long, 
long thought, and every shift of mood and every wayward 
fancy, under such a loss. 

And it does this in so dulcet-ddicate a way that the 
orchestral flow of the rhythm, as if “the wizard stream” 
herself were canying the bard’s voice, goes on unbroken 
to the end. 

Wher were ye Nymphs when the remorseless deep 
Clos’d o’re the head of your lov’d Lyddas ? 

For neither were ye playing on the steep 
Where your old Bards the famous Druids lye 
Nor on the shaggy top of Mona high 
Nor yet where Deva spreads her wisard stream ! 

Ay me, I fondly dream ! 

Had ye bin there — for what could that have don ? 

What could the Muse hersdf that Orpheus bore. 

The Muse herself for her enchanting son 
Whom Universal nature did lament. 

When by the rout that made the hideous roar 
His gory visage down the stream was sent, 

Down the swift Hebrus to the Lesbian shore. 

373 



THE PLEASURES OF LITERATURE 

Am I not justified in finding in this passage the very 
genius of a master-grammarian ; the poet’s use, in &ct — 
as a painter might use perspective and anatomy — of the 
most exquisite technical niceties, so that every vibration 
of his turns of thought should be revealed > 

One can see here, too, how down to the very depths of 
his beii^ Milton’s nature, his whole habit of thought, was 
subjective, egoistic, fastidiously anti-sodal ! 

This image of Orpheus being hounded by blustering 
bacchanalians is one that occurs more than once; and 
what a depth of dislike for his fellow-creatures ia their 
riotous moods does it display! For all his adamantine 
armour one detects “the lady of Christ’s” in this nervous 
shrinking. 

The truth is, Milton’s life was a classical tragedy, and 
a tragedy attuned to Apollonion music in the true 
Niet2schean sense. Vain is it — ^vain as the waftures in his 
own Limbo — to wonder what poetry he would have 
written had he not bem driven by hte to fight for liberty, 
religious, political, and personal. I doubt if it was only 
the war that kept him firom his first projected theme, the 
epic upon King Arthur. War and love and the enchant- 
ments of Merlin would never altogether have satisfied 
him. He was a bom rebel, a bom reformer, an un- 
compromising individualist. No ideal-minded Spanish 
anarchist of me present hour believes more passionately 
than he in personal liberty, in the inevitable wickedness 
of kings and priests and governments. 

I have confessed to my reaction against that peculiar 
vein in him which I have called “prosaic grotesqueness,” 
but I am tempted to wonder whether the extraordinary 
effect— unlike anything else in literature — ^produced by 
the sardonic humour, ferocious wit, and colloquial in- 
spiration of his controversial Sonnets, may not be due to 
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a hammer-blow materialism not unconnected with this 
oflfatiding element. And after all, there must be savage 
and malignant moods unsuitable to a great poem which 
can he used to excellent effect in the heat of controversy ; 
moods, too, that beautifully lend themselves to what you 
might call the brutalities of scholarship. 

The more curious of us will not have forgotten how in 
that fluent Latin of his which he must have written as 
easily as Conrad wrote English or Oscar Wilde wrote 
Preach, he twits his continental opponent in the most 
bawdy and brutal vein for a harmless sexual lapse, the sort 
of lapse of which it would be a singular comfort to the 
impartial historian to be in a position to accuse him ! And 
though this personal hitting below the belt is anythir^ 
hut civilized, it is possible that the shameless downright- 
ness of this defect is what gives something of their engaging 
quahty to these colloquial sonnets. But it is more than 
mat! Milton shows in these sonnets an ear for such 
original musical effects, reached through such craslnng 
discords and sledge-hammer harshnesses, that the like of 
it will never ,be heard again. Poets have with more or 
less success imitated the style of Shakespeare’s sonnets; 
but to imitate Milton’s is much harder ; and to imifcite 
the ones in this sardonic-belligerent vein totally impossible. 
They are indeed a poetic genre quite by themselves, and a 
genre of extraordinary potency. 

The mingling of ribald abuse with Satanic pride, and 
both these things with a liberal Englishman’s passion for 
self-restrained mdividualistic freedom, makes an amalgam 
(hat leaves a unique taste in the mouth. 

I did but prompt the age to quit their doggs 
By the known rules of antient libertee 
When straight a barbarous noise environs nie 
Of owles and Cuckoos, Asses, Apes and Doggs. 
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As when those Hinds that were transformed to Froggs 
Raild at Latona’s twin-bom progenie 
Which after held the Sun and Moon in fee. 

' And this is got by casting Pearls to Hogp ; 

That bawle for freedom in their sencdess mood, 

And still revolt when tmth would set them free. 

Licence they mean when they cry liberde ; 

For who loves that, must first be wise and good ; 

But from that mark how fir they roave we see 
For all this wast of wealth, and loss of blood. 

What a mystery style is ! To that we are driven back 
again and again in reading Milton. You feel as though the 
very physical constitution of the man and all his little 
mortal habits embody theinselves in the way he picks and 
chooses his words and balances his syllabic pauses and 
regressions! You feel that his custom of fencing so 
furiously for exercise, -you feel that his tight, compact, 
slender, nimble, hard-fleshed figure, you feel that his 
delicately-tended locks, his brilliant early-doomed eyes, 
his inability to compose at his best save in the autumnal 
equinox, his mania for long lonely hours of organ-playing, 
you feel that his very custom of smoking a pipe of tobacco 
to -make him sleep when his passion for old books, killed 
by Ins blindness, no longer could out-watch Hesperus and 
greet great Lucifer, are all, every one of them, part of the 
miracle of his style 1 

How many tags and shreds and echoes firom these 
sonnets keep returning upon us ! 

Till the sad breaking of that Parlament 
Broke him, as that dishonest victory 
At Choeronea, fiital to liberty 
Kil’d with report that Old man eloquent. 


The great Emathian conqueror bid spare 
The house of Pindaras, when temple and tower 
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Went to the ground : and the repeated air 
Of sad Electra’s Poet had the power 
To save the Athenian walls from mine bare ! 

Men whose Life, Learning, Faith and pure intent 
Would have been held in high esteem with Paul 
Must now be named and printed Hereticks 
By shallow Edwards and Scotch what d’ye call . . , 

Threatning to bind our soules widi secular chaines ; 

Heine us to save free Conscience from the paw 
Of hireling wolves whose Gospell is their maw. 

Nor to thir idle orbs doth sight appear 
Of Sun or Moon or Starre throughout the year, 

Or man or woman. Yet I argue not 
Against heavn’s hand or will, nor bate a jot 
Of heart or hope ; but still bear up, and steer 
Right onward . . . 

. . . Why is it harder Sirs than Gordon, 

Colkitto, or Macdonnel, or Galasp ? 

Those mgged names to our like mouths grow sleek 
That would have made Quintilian stare and gasp. 

Thy age, like ours, O Sold, of Sir John Cheek, 

Hated not Learning wors than Toad or Asp ; 

When thou taught’st Cambridge and King Edward Greek. 

But to come to Patadise Lost: how many plays of 
Shakespeare would we give in exchange for Milton s 
masterpiece? How many plays to make Paradise Lost 
kick the beam ?^ 

For myself, I would pile Othello on Macbeth, osxd Julius 
Caesar on Othello, and the Winters Tale, Cymheline, 
Coriolanus, Measure for Measure, Richard II, King John,, 
Antony and Cleopatra, on Julius Caesar, and add some half 
a dozen more on the top of those, before the vibrating 
Parnassian scales would hang level ! 
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And yet the ]&.ults — “faults,” do I say ? the monstrous 
woolsacks of error, die gigandc ash-heaps of mountainous 
perversions, to be discovered in this heroic work, are more, 
dumbfounding than those in any other poem of equal 
magnitude. 

But think of the hugeness of excellence that is here to 
outweigh these equally ht^e blemishes ! I would certainly 
say that the first Two Books, including the address to 
Light in the first page of the Third Book, contain what — 
even if you took it as a disconnected firagment— is a mass 
of poetry superior to anything of the same unbroken con- 
tinuity of length in Shakespeare, or Dante, or Virgil, or 
Aeschylus, or in all the poetry in the world except Homer. 

But with the dose of the Prelude to the Tmrd Book, 
with the dose of the lines : 

... all mist from thence 
Purge and disperse that I may see and tell 
Of Aings invisible to mortal sight. 

This unequalled continuity of supremely great poetry 
suffers a collapse into something so inferior that the 
change can he hardly endured. 

From the words I have just quoted down to the words 
“nor from thy Father s praise disjoine,” it is no longer a 
great poet speaking, though it is the voice of a formidable 
enough man. 

But beginning with his sardonic description of Limbo, 
Milton recoven his mastery again, and all through the 
Third, Fourth, Fifth and Si^ Books remains woray of 
himself, though not, I think, nearly equal to what he was 
in those fint two books. In fact, do what we can to 
pretend otherwise — ^and many of us long to do it as 
ardently as we long to uphold the character of our own 
parents — ^the remaining bulk of the poem is not on the 
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same level as the incomparable opening ; and though the 
batde in heavai and the temptation and fell of Adam and 
Eve, and Raphael’s story of the creation are character- 
istically Miltonic, and contain passages of intermittent 
splendour, the unique sublimity of those earlier pages 
has created a taste in us that remains unsatisfied to me 
end. 

When Matthew Arnold declares that from start to 
finish in Paradise Lost Milton never sinks from the “grand 
style” — ^whereas Shakespeare frequendy sinks from this 
proud level — ^he must be referring to the technical flaw- 
lessness of his long-flowing rhythms. But no flawlcssness 
in rhythm, no unflagging mastery of syllabic and para- 
graphic sound, can frEt and sustain a subject-matter that 
contains in its very essence something as unreal, as un- 
lutural, and as unlovely as the dogmatic theology he was 
exploiting, /it was in^ed this miserable misfortune of 
having a th^oibgical in place of a mythological foundation 
to his scheme that lowered the key upon which he pitched 
those first two 'booksp Nothing that even his genius 
could do — and what he did with such material is a wonder 
— could conjure the living and magical sap of poignant 
reality into me heavy and monstrous creed beneath whose 
weight, like Adas holding the globe, his genius staggered. 

And the unfortunate thuig was that his worst weakness 
as a poet — ^that tendency towa rds a motes^uely prosaic ‘ 
materialism — ^was precisely the ofre of tm jodier^dmt woiiSr 
" best 15i3n 5elf to the theology that limed his wings and 
h^pe cecOis-fl^Efel- 

Take, for instance, ^this description of the Son of God 
leaving the bosom of his Father to wage war upon Lucifer. 
The Son himself is now speaking : 

But whom diou hat’st, I hate, and can put on 
Thy terrors, as I put thy mildness on. 
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Image of thee in all things ; and shall soon 
Ann’d with thy might rid heav’n of these rehell’d, 

To their prepared ill Mansion driven down 
To chains of Darkness and the undying Worm. 

He said, he o’re his Scg)trc bowing, rose 
From Ac right hand of Gloric where he sate. 

It is curious that so stout a Republican as Milton should 
make so much of God’s regality as an oriental Potentate. 
Even in his touching sonnet upon his blindness we get 
the same thing : “Ms state is Kingly; thousands at His 
bidding ...” And yet all the wlule one feels that what 
he ready wordiipped in his heart was not this “kingly” 
tyrant, but die great spirit “that from the first was 
present . . . broodii^ on the vast abyss.” 

The truth is, we need no reminder by William Blake 
that Milton, without knowing ‘it, was on the side of 
Satan. The issue goes deeper than diat ; touches, indeed, 
the tragic heart of the old immemorial difference between 
the poetry of conquest and the poetry of the unconquer- 
able endurance of defeat. Milton was on die side of 
Good, which in the only world we know is ever being 
defeated by Evil. But the theology he used implied the 
defeat of Evil by Good : and his incorrigible materialism 
drove him to give this defeat a palpable semblance. Thus 
the uttermost law of poetry and of life, namely, that to 
nobly endure defeat is more dignified, more beautiful, than 
to conquer with power and acclaim, rises up in the secret 
heart of every reader to thwart, distort, disparage, and evai 
render a Ikde ridiculous, this materialistic triumph of the 
Son of God over the despairing heroism of his antagonist. 

Milton was not so much blindly figjhting for Satan 
against God as he was ddiberately and wilfully struggling 
against the profoundest law in the nature of poetic beauty, 
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namely, that the heroic endurance of defeat is more moving 
than the most resounding victory. Compare, for instance, 
our poet's description of the two hosts, tiie hosts of the 
victorious angels and the hosts of the lost angels. 

Of the former we read : 

Messiah his triumphal Chariot tumd. 

To meet him all ms Saints, who silent stood 
Eye witnesses of his Almightie Acts 
With Jubilee advanced ; and as they went, 

Shaded with branching Palme, each order bright 
Sung Triumph, and him sung Victorious King 
Son, Heire, and Lord, to him Dominion giv’n 
Worthiest to reign : he celebrated rode 
Triumphant through mid Heaven, into the Courts 
And Temple of his mightie Father Thron d 
On high ; who into Glorie him received. 

Where now he sits at the right hand of bliss. 

But of the damned, of the devils, of the etcmahy 
defeated, of those who cannot win," listen to the infinite 
wistfulness and grandeur of what he says : 

Others more milde, 

Retreated in a silent valley, sing 
With notes Angelical to many a harp 
Thir own Heroic deeds and hapless fall 
By doom of Battel ; and complain that Fate 
Free Vertue should enthrall to Force or Chance. 

This song was partial, but the harmony 
(What could it less when Spirits immortal sing ?) 
Suspended Hell and took with ravishment 
The thronging audience. In discourse more sweet 
(For Eloquence the Soi^ Sonp; charms the Sense.) 

Others apart sUt in a Hill retir d 
In thoughts more elevate, and reason’d high 
Of Providence, Fore knowledge, Will, and Fate, 

Fixt Fate, free will, fore knowledge absolute. 

And found no end, in wandring mazes lost. 
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And while Hell becomes in this manner a much more 
civilized and sympathetic place than Heavai, others 
atnnng these devils explore the infernal scenery, and &c 
away throt^h that deep Cimmerian twiHght we catch the 
long roll of the fiimiliar Homeric waves : 

... along the Banks 
Of four infernal Rivers that disgorge 
Into the burning Lake thir baleral streams ; 

Abhorred Styx the flood of deadly hate. 

Sad Acheron of sorrow, black and deep ; 

Cocytus, nam’d of lamentation loud 
Heard on the ruful stream ; fierce Phlegeton 
Whose waves of torrent fire inflame with rage. 

Farr off from these a slow and silent stream, 

Lethe the River of Oblivion roules 

Her watrie Labyrinth, whereof who drinks 

Forthwith his former state and being forgets, 

Forgets both joy and grief, pleasure and pain. 

I think you have to be a man who, like one of D. H. 
La^wrence’s erotic desperadoes, can be idolatrously enam- 
oured of his feminine companion and yet proudly and 
austerely independent of her, to do justice to the Miltonic 
Adam and Eve. 

Everjrthing in our particular generation — our undo- 
mesticated sophistication, our undersexed fastidiousness, 
our attraction to all the impotent and perverse sexual 
gdts. om fanatic4 feminism alternating with our sadistic 
p 'from a|>preciating the simple and 
natural humanity of Miltons description of our first 
parents. 

But as I read again of their dalhance, their pathetic 
arguments, their quarrels, their reconciliations, I confess 
I feel as much admiration and surprised wonder at the 
^ poet’s insig hLas I feel inability to share his moral-amorom 
glorying in their portentous nakedness. Into his descrip- 
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tion of the verdant background to this ill-starred pair he 
throws all his rich, fbiciful, sumptuous, but it must be 
confessed not very magical descriptive power. Tenny- 
son declares that these "brooks of Eden mazily-murmur- 
ing” are his favourite portion of the poem, and though 
most of us wiU have been too “spoilt” by the more 
atmospheric, the more intimate, the more interpretative 
ima^ation of Keats and Shakespeare to share this 
opinion, we must admit that the poet’s voluptuous pictxure 
of the Garden, with its rich Poussin-like formality and its 
roses “without thorns,” is more poetical than anything 
he puts into his Archangel’s mouth about the Creation of 
the World. We have, I feel, a real grievance against 
him that he did not invoke more of his grandest inspira- 
tion in regard to these creation passages. Personally, I 
would have relucted most of all at the use of the Golden 
Compasses he speaks of, regarding them as a grotesque, 
hand-to-mouth excuse -to escape the effort of spreading 
his eagle-wings and plunging again, as he did for Satan’s 
sake, into 

. . . die vast immcsBurable Abyss ■ 

Outrageous as a Sea, dark, wasteful, wilde, 

Up firom the bottom turn’d by furious windes 
And surging waves, as Mountains to. assault 
Heav’ns highth, and with the Center mix the Pole, 

did there not come into my mind that terrific drawing of 
Blake’s of the cosmic architect using just such instrumaits ! 

But it was the necessity that bound him, or that he 
resolved should bind him, of following, planetary day by 
planetary day, the precise words of the Bible that gave a 
predetermined schedule to his Vision such as would have 
totally ruined the inspiration of anyone eke. 

Most curious and profound has been the impression of 
the Miltonic Adam and Eve upon the imaginatLon of the 
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P.nglisli race. A queer atmosphere, made up in part of 
rliildisli desire, in part of puritan suppression, in part of 
the vulgarest ^pect of Anglo-Saxon humour, hangs about 
these feir and tragic figures. 

There surged up, indeed, in Milton’s own nature a 
strange blending of emotions, feelings, prejudices, when 
he came after an impassioned description of the beauty of 
their bower to describe their first nuptial embrace. He 
realized the dramatic and historic momentousness of this 
event, the first consummation of mortal love between man 
and woman on our tragic globe ; and his first instinct as an 
insatiable lover of the old mythology is to tell us thatEve is — 

More lovely than Pandora, whom the Gods 
Endowed with all thir gifis, and O too like 
In sad event . . . 

But, as with all human beings, and poets most of all, 
he cannot approach this inflammable and touchy matter of 
sex-love wifliout releasing from the recesses of his being 
a torrent of violent prgudice.. dCo^rim Hs^uritan 
nicety with the unlovely word “icaSS^Slf’^lw^Kifches 
into a defence of our Anglo-Saxon ideal of the married 
state, at once against “firee love,*' mediaeval courtly 
romance, and monastic asceticism. 

There is much to be said for the position he takes; 
but something — ^how shall I put it i — ^somethic^ of the 
perilous stuff out of which ballad-poetry is made, some- 
thing of. the tragic desperation in the essence of poetry 
itself, rises up in revolt. 

And it is surely significant of the presence of some 
element in Milton that was being suppressed just then 
that he seems unable to write of this married love, this 

Perpetual Fountain of Domestic sweets 
"Whose bed is ondefil’d and chast pronounc’t 
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in the way in which Homer writes of the reunion of 
Odysseus and Penelope, after the hero’s adventures with 
Circe and Calypso. 

And yet there is something honest and simple and 
Arcadian, such as would please Rousseau, about his 
attack on — 

. . . Court Amours, 

Mixt Dance, or wanton Mask, or Midnight Bal, 

Or Serenate, which the starv’d Lover sings 
To his proud fiiir, best quitted with disdtnn. 

Unlike many Puritans, he certainly doesn’t gloss over 
the sensual delights of the “domestic sweets” thus pro- 
nounced “chaste” ; but one is permitted to suspect that 
many modem women overburdened by the fruit of such 
lawful sensuality would prefer die less biblical attitude of 
mediaeval chivalry, and even, in spite of the risk of being 
sold for so many head of catde, the greater scope offered 
them in Homer. The handling of the personahty of Eve 
— ^for in depicting Adam all he had to do was to look into 
his own mirror and into his own heart — was indeed, since 
Homer described Helen of Troy, the most difficult task 
any poet had attempted. 

But in one important respect Milton was curiously 
fitted for it. The Fall took place, we are led to under- 
stand, before any child was begotten or conceived; so 
that although this young mother of us aU had already 
known the pleasure of love — “nor Adam from his fair 
spouse turned, I ween,” — ^she was conipfrtely imtaught 
in the pains or pleasures of maternity. 

Now Milton, lover, as we can see from Comus, of the 
Artemis type of virgin, had no poetic response to make, 
no response of any kind to make, to the beauty and 
mystery of motherhood. 

And thus, though not to be fiisdnated by the mirade 
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of maternity when you are writing of .the mother of all 
men might seem odd, it left liim free to treat Eve as if she 
had been the Flower-Bride of Celtic romance. He was 
probably like the tempter in Comus, extremely conscious 
of the attraction of maidenhood ; so conscious that we can 
allow oiurselves to play with the speculation that he made 
a deliberate moral effort to paint his Eve as matronly as he 
could, so that, as with Giorgione in his “FSto-ChampStre,” 
the main purpose of his work should not be side-tracked 
by other emotions. 

But he was such a shamdess egoist that he must have 
used without any scruple all his own experiences of 
women; and I believe a modem reader returning to 
Paradise Lost after a lapse of years, or even entenng that 
happy Gardm for the first time, will be startled by the 
dramatic naturalness and genuine poignancy of both the 
man’s and the woman’s words at meir supreme and fatal 
moment. 

• “Heav’n is high,” the hapless girl says to herself when 
the deed has been done; and it is not hard to catch a 
multiple echo of that pitiful whisper ! 

. . . Heav’n is high, 

High and remote, to see from thence distinct 
Each thing on earth ; and other care perhaps 
May have diverted from contmual watch 
Our great Forbidder, safe with all his spies 
About him. But to Adam, in what sort 
Shall I appear ; 

' And then having dismissed the temptation of increasing 
her charms by “the odds of Knowledge,” 

... die more to draw his Love 
And render me more equal, and perhaps, 

A thing not undesirable, sometime 
Superior : for inferior, who is free t 
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This may be well : but what if God have seen 
And Death ensue ? Then I shall be no mote, 

And Adam, wedded to another Eve, 

Shall live with her enjoying, I extinct 
A death to think ! . . . 

she decides to tell him the whole story and give him a 
chance to share her fate. 

A quaint touch follows, curiously characteristic of that 
vein of courtly “politesse” in Milton that may have been 
one of the reasons why among his rude Cambridge com- 
panions he received the nickname of “the lady” ; for just 
as he makes Adam, for all his primeval nakedness, receive 
“the affable archangel” with a decorous bow, and just 
as he makes the Only Begotten Son bow “over his 
sceptre” to his Begetter, so now he even goes so far as 
to make his heroine, for aU her nakedness, drop what I 
suppose was a sevaiteenth-century curtsey to the terrible 
Tree 

... as to the power 

That dwelt within, whose presence had infus’d 
Into the plant sciential sap, deriv’d 
From Nectar, drink of gods. 

Meanwhile Adam, in a most charming and lover-like 
way, “waiting, desirous her return,” had busied himself in 
weaving a garland “to adorn her tresses ... as Reapers 
oft are wont thir Harvest Queen,” and it was across the 
scattered roses of this garland, which soon fell, in his 
blank horror, to the ground, that the unhappy man uttered 
his gallant and reckless resolve. 

How can I live without, thee, how forgoe 
Thy sweet Convers and Love so deariy joyn’d : 

To live again in these wilde Woods ibrfom ? 

Should God create another Eve and f 
Another Rib afford, yet loss of thee 
Would never from my heart ; no, no, I feel 
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The Link of Nature draw me : Flesh of Flesh, 

Bone of my Bone thou art, and from thy State 
Mine never shall be parted, bliss or woe. 

Having finally “justified.,” after his own fiishion, a 
fashion more biblical than orthodox, “the ways of God 
to men,” Milton ends his terrific task in the same grand, 
calm, restrained manner in which he began it. 

They looking back, all the Eastern side beheld 
Of Paradise, so late thir happie seat. 

Wav’d over by that flam’ng brand, the Gate 
With dreadful Faces throng’d and fierie Armes : 

Some natural tears they drop’d, but wip’d them soon ; 
The World was all before them, where to choose 
Their place of rest, and Providence thir guide : 

They hand m hand with wandring steps and slow. 
Through Eden took their solitarie way. 

In Paradise Regained the cosmic issue is at once deepened 
and narrowed. It is deepened by the fact that the whole 
drama becomes a psychological and spiritual one. It is 
narrowed by the fiict that the huge duaHty of Good and 
Evil which in the longer poem was difiiised and scattered 
through infinite space is here concentrated in a universal- 
particular struggle between a superhuman personal Pro- 
tagonist and a superhuman personal Antagonist. 

'Though it might be argu^ that because of its narrower 
scope there is less here of the abysmal injus^ce and un- 
fathomable arbitrariness of real life, there is,«^Ttainly more 
of that ideal verisimilitude which we have come to feel 
is all the greater “art” because, in place of trying to 
reproduce the inchoate pressure, the amorphous incon- 
gruity, the blind waywardness of our experience, it 
gathers up our intimations of some ultimate explanation 
and rounds them off into an intel%ible symbol. 

The spiritual grandeur of Paradise Regained lies in the 
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fact that it wotdd not be difficult to take the “Christ”' 
and the “Satan” of this world-deep Dialogue, and tirni 
them into the two opposing personalities of which we 
are all aware at the bottom of our individual hearts. 

The “Temptation” of Christ by Satan is thus abstracted 
from its place in definite circumstantial history, and pro- 
jected into the Tuneless, the Universal, the Eternal. I find 
no single place, when the “President of the Immortals” 
has finished his tedious prelude, where the high tension of 
the interest flags, as it does over and over again in the 
theological and scientific talks betweai Adam and 
Raphael ; and though none of the sublimest inspirations 
of Milton entered diis poem, we never find ourselves, 
when once the too-famihar voice of Jehovah ceases, 
shocked by that material grotesqueness into which he 
fidls so^often in Paradise Lost. 

^^'is the same with Samson Agonistes. Indeed, the 
Milton of these two last poems rises up out of the pages, 
grand and stoical and defiant, undefeated by treachery 
within or foes without, a living monument, not of Chris- 
tian sympathy, but of towering heathen patience and 
abysmal resignation. Paradise Regained is intrinsically a 
moral-philosophical poem, with a mythical background ; 
and though he uses the bibHcal story he uses it in an 
original manner and to his own purpose. 

Like Goeffie’s Faust and Nietzsche’s Zarathustra and 
Dostoievsky Ssfdtoi, it is an attempt to propound, with a 
superman as its hero, the writer’s conception of the war 
of the spirit, his revaluation of the values of earthly life. 
To get this great poem into true proportion and per- 
spective, what we have to do is to tear away the whole 
theological scaffolding, and recognize the contrasted 
Christ and Satan as the two ultimate personaUties in the 
bosoms of us all. 


389 



THE PLEASURES OP LITERATURE 

In place of the scriptural Duality of which one pole is 
the Son of God and one His grand Antagonist, we may 
fhink of these opposed forces as the two basic Emanations 
firom die actual System of Things to which all human 
experience points. 

Not a living soul among us but has die Christ and the 
Satan in him, and the contest between them is lifted to 
the true height of tragedy, because in the real cosmos 
each is necessary to the other and the only life we know 
feeds upon the flame of their struggle. The interest of 
this cosmic debate lies in the fact that as it advances the 
issue between the two grows deeper and deeper. 

Quickly enough are the lower antinomies of sense and 
spirit transcended. The crude advice of Belial, “Set 
women in his eye and in his walk,” is speedily exposed 
by the master of more spiritual evil. The subdety of die 
real tragic clash only begins when the Will to Power and 
the Will to Knowledge are confronted by that inward 
Light not of this world wherein the spirit of man, with- 
out calling philosophers or priests or armies or science to 
its aid, can sink back upon what is kindred to it in the Power 
behind the Universe, and in the quietness of that contact 
can rest in peace. 

We need not be misled as to the ultimate issue between 
these voices from the deep because one of them, as 
Matthew Arnold would say, “Hebraizes” and the other 
“Hellenizes,” That particular clash of opposed Cultures 
is a small difference compared with the red gulf between 
them, the gulf between diose who follow “die traditions 
of men” and those who follow the nameless “spirit-like” 
power behind the universe. 

Tliink not tut tbat I know these things, or think 
I know them not ; not therefore am I short 
Of knowing what I ought : he who receives 
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Light from above, from the fountain of light. 

No other doctrine needs . . . 

Who but Milton, however, can read the heart of the 
Will to Power and the Will to Knowledge when that 
heart, rejecting the Hght within, devours itself in its hi^e 
Luciferan pride ? 

I would be at the worst ; worst is my Port, 

My harbour and my ultimate repose : 


If I then to the wont that can be haste. 

Why move diy feet so slow to what is best ? 

It must be the Protestant-Puritan in our blood — ^so 
difficult to eradicate — ^that prevents our doing justice to 
Paradise Regained. If we could only treat the whole story 
of the vindictive Jehovah and his humane and sympathetic 
Son and his conquered but unconquerable Rebel exactly 
as we treat Greek Mythology, we could enjoy this incom- 
parable style, these rolling lists of magical names, this 
yawning gulf between proud philosophy based on the 
egocentric core of “I am I,” and the lovely quietism of 
losing of ourselves in the Power behind die cosmos ; just 
as we can eojoy the beauty, the moral values, the problem 
of good and evil, in the Odyssey, without taking too 
serioudy the fairy-story fury of Poseidon at the slaughter- 
ing of his sacred steers, or the fiiiry-story interferences of 
Pallas Athene. 

Milton hims elf in his own life is much more like a 
mythological Titan than he is like a Hebrew prophet. 
He is like the sort of tragic demi-god, Theseus, Orion, 
Heracles, Odysseus, who has to bear blow after blow from 
Chance and Destiny and Fate without wincing or yielding. 
Step by step, ledge by ledge, he was driven Wkward by 
the murderous irony of life. One by one he lost in the 
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Struggle all the mental and emotional and physical posses- 
sions he valued most. He lost his women, his fiiends, his 
sight, his cause. All the way through Paradise Regained 
and even in certain places in Par^ise Lost the grand 
emphasis is laid upon patience, upon resignation, endur- 
ance, quietism, upon a Quaker-like submission to the 
invisible spirit who prefers “before all temples” the 
conscience of the good and just man. 

In place of any Buddhist indiiference to both pleasure 
and pain, in place of any stoical lying back upon Nature, 
Milton’s faith in the nameless non-human spirit behind the 
cosmos gives him the strength to “steer right onwards,” 
even thot^h like Samson he is blind among enemies, 
even though he has given up all hope, even though he 
has come to die conclusion that except in the far-off 
miraculous future evil must of necessity be stronger than 
good. 

I seem to divine, judging purely from his own poems, 
that he was most delicately sensitive to feminine charm, 
but, like Strindberg and unlike Blake, completely devoid 
of that restraint, that indulgence, that massive ironic tact 
which it is unsafe even for a Caesar or a Napoleon to be 
without, and fatal for a man of Milton’s ferocious im- 
agination. 

In these subde psychological reactions, the law of 
opposites plays, I suspect, a much greater part than is 
usually divined. Many people think of Milton as a person 
infatuated with the idea oifatherhood ; his own benevolent 
and stem father, his own diwarted desire to be the fother 
of a son endowing the mere idea of the heavenly Father 
with an appeal mat swallowed up all other human 
relationships. 

Now there is; only too obviously, much to be said for 
this view : but may it not be that the passionate zest with 
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which he describes Satan — ^who throws, it must be con- 
fessed, all other attempts to depict creation’s grand 
Adversary into the background — ^betrays the &ct that the 
whole business of the “fither-cult” in these poems was 
one of those curious cases worthy of the analysis of 
Dostoievsky, where you revenge yourself upon what you 
suffer from by piling up, PeUon upon Ossa and both upon 
Olympus, the particular qualities in the object of your 
reaction that make you suffer the most ? 

Is it not possible that the real due to the odiousness of 
the Miltonic heavenly Father lies, not as Mr. TiUyard 
quoting from M. Saurat suggests, namely in that Mdton 
believed in a First Cause who was both bad and good and 
who consequendy allowed a portion of his Absolute 
Being to go its way to everlasting damnation, but in a 
certain feminine saisitivity in the poet’s own nature, the 
quality that got him the nickname of “the Lady,” which 
urged him on in a sort of morbid obsequiousness, that 
was not free from something hysterical, to utter aloi^ 
with the angelic hosts his hollow hallelujahs. - 

It is a puzzling question, but one full of a curious interest, 
and we are confronted by a not very dissimilar difficulty 
to-day ; only with us the question of future damnation 
doesn’t enter ; and the difficmty is to reconcile a merciful, 
unrevaigeful Ddty with the horrors of the actual world 
around us. To accept Blake’s idea that without knowing it 
Milton was on the side of Satan, would almost imply a 
halfrddiberate mahgnity in the way he e:Eiggerates the 
servility of the seraphic court ; but the fret that tiie weari- 
some adulation of these sycophantic harpings destroys all 
poetty would rather st^gest, considering to what lengths 
the piety of quite sincere women will go, that it was the 
tiiTmbing and Stupefying effect of sanctified masochism 
rather than unconscious hostility. 
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But, as I keep repeatii^, the surest ground we can go 
upon is to regard Milton’s inmost feelings, that inspiration 
that made him able to “steer right onward” in his dark- 
ness and defeat, as an authentic spiritual power, support- 
mg his lonely conscience, and reaching him from outside 
the whole created world. If^not unconsciously malignant, 
his paeans of praise to Jehovah are completely unpoetical, 
and that alone is a proof that they do not spring from the 
depths of his being ; whereas his sublime invocation of 
the eternal spirit that “sat’st brooding on the vast abyss 
and mad’st it pregnant,” and his grand appeal to the Inner 
Light and to Urania, the Muse beyond me Muses, carry 
with them the whole passion of his soul. No, it was not 
that he was on the side of Satan against the Father, but 
rather that, in his greatest moments, he transcended both, 
transcended all the traditions, all the authority, all the 
creeds of men, and sank down and back and away, into 
the nameless, formless, timeless spirit behind it all, and in 
the power of that Spirit obtained the strength to “only 
sta^,and wait.” 

^■^ere is nothing forced, nothing obsequious, nothing 
unworthy in Samson Agonistes. The hero’s ai^ry rejection 
of Dahlah is a rejection of the weakness in himself that 
made him yield to Dalikh. It is a return to the things 
“^that no gross ear can hear.” The dominant note in 
Samson Agonistes is not contempt for Dahlah but contempt 
for himself; and if his patience “at the mill with slaves” 
is rewarded beyond aU hope at the last by so great a 
triumph, the impHcation is that with or without that 
triumph he would have perished in the frith that in the 
final issue “the Eternal not ourselves that makes for 
r^hteousness” would overcome Dagon'. 

- I cannot but feel that in the closing passages of this 
unique poem, a trj^edy in the true Promethean saxse, we 
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get his final word upon the confused treacheries of 
earth-hfe. 

One thing remains, not a Protestant faith, not a Catholic 
faith, not a Hellenic or Hebraic faith, but the faith of a 
man confronting a world given over to Dagon in the 
strength of the Eternal Spirit behind all worlds. 

Nothing is here for tears, nothing to wail 
Or knock the breast, no weakness, no contempt. 
Dispraise, or blame, nothing but well and fair. 

And what may quiet us in a death so noble. 
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T he peculiar advantage, or some would say 
disadvantage, that comes to a poet when, as 
m Milton’s case, his poetry is o^y one aspect 
of a life devoted to poHtical reform, or as in 
Goethe’s to a Hfe of intellectual curiosity, 
places Matthew Arnold in a totally dilferent category from 
that of his more narrowly poetic contemporaries. 

What a heavy burden of premeditated originality a poet 
has to carry when his own proud life-illusion and the 
imperative demands of a vast reading pubhc call upon him 
to become a “professional,” that is to say to make poetry- 
writing his sole and Ufelong occupation ! 

This was die case with both Teimyson and Browning ; 
and the harm done to the level of their work is distressingly 
obvious as you extricate dieir more inspired productions 
from their exhausted and exhausting surplusage. 

But with the possible exception of Merope, Matthew 
Arnold’s poetry — ^this one not very thick volume as 
compared with his rivals’ shelves — is arresting from cover 
to cover. 

And what a comfort to the poetry-lover it is wh^. he is 
spared by the author himself the task of skipping and 
selecting! He is spared then in the only way diat is 
really satisfrctory to the insatiable reader ; for no book- 
worm can quite reconcile himself to another book-worm’s 
selections 1 

And how few Complete^ Poetical Works are contained 
in one not very big large-prmted volume saving us 
from our usual toil through thickly-crowsded pages 
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with a line down the middle, as we search for some new 
discovery ! 

I don’t say that all Matthew Arnold’s verses can be 
called poetry ; but, and even where they cannot, they do 
not fill us with that angry disgust at the puerility, egoism, 
and loquacity of famous men which it is hard not to feel 
at the mere look of so many of these Standard Authors. 
The whole atmosphere, tone, and temper of Matthew 
Arnold’s volume is the atmosphere, tone, and temper of 
an easy-going amateur, who only writes when he is 
inspired to write, and entirely avoids — ^as Goethe told 
Eckermann to avoid — “great works.” 

If what you want in your poet is either a laborious and 
concentrated artistry, growing more elaborate, more 
mannered, more idiosyncratic as the poet’s years increase, 
or the sort of popular sentiment and prolific invention 
that becomes more lax, more voluble, more facile as the 
poet’s pontifical prestige gathers weight, you will never 
be an adherent of Matmew Arnold. 

Not only was his prose, which was all occasional, and 
composed as the chances of the time urged, more hke 
that of a lecturer than an artist ; but Im poetry nevg : 
reached his public— it has not yet reached it! — ^with the 
portentous professional prestige of Tennyson, Browning, 
or Swinburne. 

•And yet how completdy it has outlived the delicate 
artistry of the first, the convoluted psychologizing of the 
second, and the rhythmic rhetoric of the third 1 

It is the old law— true in thh^s a«thetic-as mj hings 
spiritual — ^that by taking yourself with a certain careless 

to po stgi^^mjby. jarryingAQJaiK^ Jbalhst . sm 

bgarir Students of professional poetry will, I suppose, 
always be more interested in Tennyson, Browning, and 
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Swinburne : for these voluminous writers are preoccupied 
with all the technical problems of their difficult art. But 
those among us who are struggling to keep our minds 
ralm and sane in this confused modem arena, “where 
ignorant armies clash by night,” will still turn with relief 
to this less poetized intellect who confronts the human 
situation as the clear-eyed sages of antiquity confronted it. 

Yes, Matthew Arnold is die great amateur of English 
poetry; seeking not so much to ad d “immortal con- 
tributions to our Nad^ l Liter atmc”< ^ to ex press his 
ang^andTcontemptsTIEis loves and his admirations, as 
the occasion drove.) It fr this ye^ free dom from what 
might be c alled the pr^mqm &pon sitility o f a recog hj&tl 
poet that give s such a_fr(Kl^„free,_sp-cmtanecxus-x£am 
his work ; to such an excunion into pure Romance, for 
instance, as his Tristram and Iseult, to such an experiment ' 
in the high Homeric vein as his Sohrab and Rustum, and, 
above all, to so enchanting an imitation of Milton’s 
imitation of Virgil and Theocritus as Thyrsis and die 
Scholar Gipsy. 

You cannot help feeling, as you read these easy and 
fragmentary poems, that he is much less concerned about 
his pubhc than his rivals are. They seem to reluct at being 
caught for a second by their followers without the great 
dramatic masks of their trade clapped to their laurelled 
brows ; while Matthew Arnold always has the air of an 
ironic and urbane scholar chatting , freely, perhaps a litde 
indiscreedy, with his not very respectful pupils. 
v/He is so much franker, too, in his personn poetry than 
his fiimous contemporaries, giving himself away without 
a ^cruple. 

Can anyone conceive of Tennyson or Browning pub- 
lishing sttdi touching and betraying and extremely natural 
love-poems to a young lady across the water as the 
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passionate verses To Marguerite i And his propaganda for 
that completely un-Christian stoicism, by which he endured 
her loss and the other trials of Iris life, how free and open 
and unashamed it is ! 

It must be confessed that, like many an ancient Greek 
philosopher, this Inspector of British Schools did thor- 
oughly enjoy his witty disturbing of credulous minds and 
his railings at pontiffs. But why not ? He certainly had 
something to say that his feUow-comtrymen needed, that 
indeed they need still ; and why should he confine himself 
to indicating it indirectly, in objective art? He was a 
pedagogic soothsayer, just as Socrates was ; and while 
he preached for the love of preaching, the wayward Muse 
he treated so cavalierly rewarded him by touching his airy 
discourses with a magic far more lovely than he could 
ever have attained by taking thought. 

A great deal too much has been made of Matthew 
Arnold’s “pathetic wistfrdnessJ’j^he noted the^lTags^ 
of the CteasSainS rth., H e wrote of tE5 eve nt wifli 
sympathy and tenderness; but it is surely clear that it 
gave him proiBimd philosophic satisfrction, and now and 
Sien I even detect a touch of heathen glee. 

That abysmal respect for Christianity, that infinite 
terror of giving offence to Believers, which Tennyson 
and Browning displayed, and which I am sure led in 
Swinburne’s case to that exaggerated orgy of cerebral 
priapism that txj-day affects us no more than the old faded 
amorous vignettes in the bawdy chap-books of the eight- 
eenth caitury, did not touch Matthew Arnold at all. We 
need no psychologist to tell us that Swinburne’s “pale 
Galilean,” so pitifully outraged b> the biting and foaming 
raptures of Faustinian lust, is in reality as much a product 
of the poet’s awareness of horrified Christian feelings as 
any discretion practised by Tennyson or Browning, 
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But Matthew Arnold ^p:^lj_does not care^ He teases 
hiTlKiEops aTEgEtly as he would Have teased his “dear 
Dr. AmoM” of Rugby. He is mildly astonished when it 
distresses the friends of the great philanthropist, Lord 
Shaftesbury, to see that noble name appHed to the three 
Persons of the Trinity ; but between proselytizing scien- 
tists md panic-stricken pietists, Matthew Arnold’s attitude* 
is really die attitude of Socrates. He derives — ^as no doubt 
Socrates did— a mis chievous satisfaadon in teasing the 
oftE^oi^but this extremely mild roguery never leads 
"bitn into scribbling phallic insults upon the gates of die 
temple. 

Swinburne’s taunt that Matthew Arnold was an “ elegant 
Isaiah” hits the nail admirably ; and properly considered, 
it is praise not blame. “Elegant” can only refer to the 
discreet cloth, rather than camel’s hair, in which this 
devoted advocate of secondary education travelled about 
firqm school to school ; and if it be the r 61 e of a prophet 
to coin with an inspired genius phrases that illumine the 
whole mystery of life, I think that such things as his 
“Eternal not ourselves that makes for Righteousness,” and 
his “Secret” compared with his “method” of Jesus, 
aitirely justify us in regarding him in this Hght. 

The fact that his passionate advocacy of self-culture, 
his Goethean desire to hve “accordit^ to the best that has 
been thought and sdd,” is a different thing from the 
heroism and devotion of a social reformer, does not 
detract from the value of his critidsm of life : and although 
G(?ethe’s dictum, “To act is easy; to think is hard,” 
camot be said to hold good with everyone, it is surely true 
that the part played by critical onlookers in tihe evolu- 
tionary struggle is no neg%ible one. 

• By such detached criticism, as a matter of fact, the 
practical activities of whole revolutions have beai swerved 
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to the left or the right. Matthew Amold*s pe culiar Icintl 
of humour is t he due t o hi s prevaili ng temper. Too 
proud as well as too kind to be anything but humble in 
his relations with simple people, he enjoyed to the full the 
play of his persiflage when dealing with scientists and 
clergymen and with the limitations of pubHc opinion. 

He had the advantage over his intellectual contem- 
poraries in the ftct that bis indefatigable lite rary culture, 
his custom of daily pondering „over.. the. -old-4)oets-and 
pEifcsophers, kept ^ ms in telligence- malleable and fluid, 
kept it entirely uncommitted to the transitory ftshions of 
the hour. He is the supreme example of what a persistoit 
reading of the classical writers can do for a modem man’s 
character and brain, making it mellow, sceptical, ironical, 
while at the same time it gives it a massive stoical power 
to bear up under the tribulations of life. (It is this lucky 
accident that his culture was literary ratnS^ than meta- 
physical that makes him so completely in utrumque 
paratus, so prepared for either event, and ftees him 
from the dogmatism of both scientists and religionistejJ) 

Like Socrates, beyond the conviction that it is important 
to be good, he has no convictions; and beyond the 
principle that it is best to be reasonable, he has no prin- 
ciple 1 ’ And dt is this literary flui ditvhih^-fta&inidhxtual 
\\ amateurishness, that proved_^ annoying to his._CQntem- 
I * pora ries~as~lFis^ttn~annd'id^ to the theologians and ^e 
scientist of to-day. 

• Professionals have always a hatred for amateurs ; and a 
humorous amateur who keeps repeating the same hit in 
the same weak spot rouses them to fiiry. 

Matthew Arnold’s mischievous and illu m i n ating phrases 
are the creation of a man following a trained literary 
instinct, but a man devoid of dogmatic convictions on any 
subjed, except perhaps his conviction that orthodox 
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Christianity is untrue, and that this country ought to have 
a sound system of education. 

I confess I tliink his instinct led liim wrong in one 
important point. I refer to Im reiterated, a£6nnatiQn„iti _ 
Literat ure and Dogma that ,tiie_iaQSt remarkable thing abou^ 
JesteXh^JLwas his sweet reasonable ness or epieikeia. 

In this dangerous and risky matter, full of blind alleys 
for the most clairvoyant, I confess to a preference for the 
formidable Jesus of William Blake, and evoi for the 
psychologic^ Jesus of St. Paul, over this rational and 
amiable figure conjured up by Matthew Arnold. Of all 
noble quanties, that of “reasonableness,” sweet or other- 
wise, seems to me the very last that I would attribute to 
this mysterious overtumer of normal human values, this 
bewildering Enchanter, whose paradoxical wrath 

His seventy disciples sent 
Against Religion and Government ! 

He goes mong ag^j^jt_seemoo_me^in-Jus-jfamAus.,, 
definition of^KeJigion itsel f as “ morality touched _,by 
^motion”; and I think this error came about by the 
&idus "absence from his own nature of what, remem- 
bering his own expression “natural magic,” might be 
called “magical awe” or “divine idolatry, t the thrilling 
pleasure, namely, so many people feel in fhe mere gesture 
of bowing down before some tremendous mystery, even 
if sudi a mystery be no more than the sun or the moon, 
or the indwelling Genius of some consecrated spot, 
some spot made holy by the natural piety of traditional 
reverence. 

.(There is surely no tinge of morality in this religious 
feeBng. UTe most unrepentent of scoundrels could 
experience it, as he moved firom one crime to another; 
and I am tempted to attribute its absence firom the pre- 
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vailing temper of this enlightened moralist to an over- 
rational stoicism, wherein Epictetus leads him away from 
the Socrates of Plato. 

As ^critic of poeixy Mathew Arnold .reveals some^ 
times~an in spir e d pe nefration^_a penetration that is rendered 
the more convincing by the way he concentrates on 
particular passages, ^ing as his diyhiing;-rpd_^t Htera^ 
inst inct for the_essencel oflst^ which is only very im- 
perfectly suggested by his rational quest for what he 
calls “the highest truth and the highest seriousness.” 
Compared with his artistically masked poetic contem- 
poraries, the hone st Hght of^ a free, .frank, universal 
intelligence Tsfione .^ough-himr-as- it shone through 
Goethe and Emerson. (No smouldering manias, no dis- 
torted moral prejudices, ndfriHginous obsessions, no sulky 
egotism, clouded the integrity of his vision.) 

Those who love best the undying bc)6ks of the past 
must necessarily be his staunchest supporters, for it was 
always from books, from the long, deep channel of the 
accumulated writings of the centuries, that he nourished 
his imagina tion and refreshed his spirit. He was a “man 
of letters” in the profoundest sense of that phrase, for it 
was by the inspired words of the past, as he perpetually 
sifted them from the uninspired all down the £^es, that he 
fed the life of his soul. He never aimed at what artist- 
poets would call “evoking an original method.” Hb 
method was the o ld, t r ansparent, pr oudly-innocent one 
of steepinirEiS iEin~t£ejQ^i<g._ And'irwas from the 
vantage-ground of the Classics that he set himself, in the 
interests of the human spirit, to play the part of a cultural 
gadfly to his nation and his time. 

^^ee from any artistic necessity to strive for originality, 
he could allow the long tradition of classic thought and 
fffffling to flow through bim unimpeded, and for Ae very 
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reason that he did not, fearfully and touchily, carry about 
widi him a heavy, dim weight of person^ artistry, the 
pure, fine edge of his spontaneous vision of things re- 
mained intact, sharp, clear, and decisive. 

It was, indeed, with his fresh, natural impulses that 
he wrote, the motions of which, ludd and flowing, had 
never to ask themselves the psychological question, “Is 
this in harmony with the complicated originality I have 
built up j” 

The most beautiful of aU his poems, Thy rsis and the 
Scholar Gips^ are, if you seek for moflds-and mfluen ces. 
the least original poraM eye^writteii. 

In 'lflieir l ong-rippled, _cunnmg^ smp^ended 
rhyflims the peoul^accents of Milton s Lycidas, which 
TteeETchmes as it fiuws 'murmurs and reverberations of 
KgirV'irgiEan music and Greek orchestration, th^ tvsto 
enchanting poems can yet convey ^th a fr^h and dewy 
'reahsni' unfivallefl outade SE^speare.and Keats the magic 
of bur English_kndscape./ 

What a retort is this, what a crushing retort, to all 
originality-mongers ! 

The loveliness of these spontaneous verses owes the 
miracle of its startling actuality to the very fiict that its 
author is not labouring under the weight of some carefully 
worked-up method of “creative insight.” 

Copying Milton, who copied Virgil, who copied the 
Greeks, these poems call up the sights and sounds and 
scents, the stillnesses and the expectancies, of our English 
countryside more fireshly and realistically than any ofliers 
in the language. Words appear here and there in the lilt 
of the rhythm that carry across the horizon of our senses 
the delicate, fiu-off dafibdil-dust of the very flowers that 
Persephone herself let fall. 

Sigh after flgh, tender and infinite, comes to us here 
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from the margins of our race’s memory, from die sad 
sea-banks of the sunken generations ; and yet the frmiliar 
river is flowing still, still past us, through die reeds we 
know, through the hay-scents of this very day. 

Red loosestrife and blond meadow-sweet among, 

And darting swallows and light water-^nats. 

And what we see and what we hear, rain-wet or sun- 
bleached, reaches us through die impact of the Hinksey 
mud beneath our feet and the look of the well-known 
track “by Childs worth Farm” ! 

W riting thus, fre ely a nd easily, of the r eal, actual sights 
and~sounds and s mells as he c om es b olt up on diem 
his books and his desk , lie has no .psy^olpgical butdesi 
oFse lf-co nsci ous “ arti stic vision” to_separ-ate„lflmfrQmdifi_ 
simples t, most .obvious, most.uniyersal.reactions-of due 
normal se ns&s. 

There is, therefore, somet^g in his descriptions of 
Nature that comes several~Segrees_wamJfi her real life 
than anything in Tennyson or Browning or Swinburne. 
What this something is it is very hard to define. He gets 
it sometimes by deUberately disregarding the melody of 
die verse. But whatever it is, it is Nature with her blurred, 
littered, firayed edges unpolished, and the bloom of her 
atmospheric rn^ic unhnpaired. 

The ancient poetic tradition of our Western world — 
now some two thousand years old — is always reverting to 
Homer ; and it is Homer who np t cml y supplies.Matdiew 
Arnold wiA ji ba ckgr ound of ^si^ who, 

"Eke^aTperpetually rising and sinking tide, wam^ even 
the fbreground-of h^- mind -clean- of-the-co n frised.- rublde 
of mo cfem jesdietic-problems. The concoitration of his 
whole character being fixed, not on the struggle to be, 
or to be regarded as, a great poet, but on the struggle to 
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live according to “the best that has been thought and 
said,” he can alFord to forget to be an artist. He can 
afford to become a reed, waving aloof by the grey waters 
of our northern seas, a reed tbrough which the divine 
wind can blow as it will, blowing Homeric imagery, 
blowing Celtic romance, blowing the secrets of the 
Enghsh pastures, tiU he becomes, except for Keats and 
Shakespeare, the most magical of all oxnr poets. 

Wordsworth can capture, and in yet simpler language, 
the vaguer impressions, the subtler presences and h^ 
presences of dawn and twihght, of day and night ; but 
there are ce ffiiin less usual natmjd^o.ccurrmces,.. but yet 
phenomena we have all seen without sedng, heard 
without hearing, felt without feeling, that Keats and 
Shakespeare and Maiahcw.-Ai^ -alono have-the- power 
^'conygy. 

And Matthew Arnold works this miracle by the use of 
the same device as Shakespeare and Keats, the simple, 
obvious device — ^but none of the rest are bold enough 
to dare it — of using ex tre mely reali stic,., And,-j firom any 
L Mtisric or pict uresque st^ dppmt,.j;3dJtaa£lyLS^ 

, eyaa unpo etit ^l ea^ ressions. 

Where he falls shon^ o^T^ese masters is in his singular 
lack not only bf ~ aielody. which is pardonable, but of 
harmony too, wh ich is a more serious lapse, 
y^akespewe and Keats can capture this natural magic 
and yet keep, in foct enhance, the music of their verse. 

Matthew Arnold again and again wiU be found sacri- 
ficing melody, found sacrificing even harmony to the 
evocation, at all costs, of this magical toudh. Indeed, 
I would go so fiir as to call this union oX dbcordaat-seaadr 
t\ .with magical imagery Im chief charactM:h^_as ja^oet. 

uf course there is such a mmg ^ a poetic harmony 
that lies for beyond the superficial music of smooth- 
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running verse. Great poetry, as we know firom Milton, 
whose ear was certaWy no inharmonious one, will 
deliberately include the jolts and jars of certain orchestral 
discords, and indeed will take care to avoid, as something 
superficial and tricky, the overstressing of flowing allit- 
erative devices. 

But I am not claiming for Matthew Arnold that his 
harshnesses, like Milton’s, were the evocation of a subtler 
ear. They were, I am afiaid, at least pretty ofiai, the 
direct reverse of this ! 

All I do claim is that e ven if he_dt>« .sacrifice .the music 
of so und. JTrjhc-jmoce--gyasive magic of reality, such a 
sacrifice has a % i^ore jgoetical. e ffect than, the inyerse. 
one — what we so frequently get in Swinburne — of &e 
sacrifice of magic to melody 

' It' cannot be d^ed that the purely aesthetic motive for 
writing poetry is present only very frindy in Matthew 
Arnold’s work. The larger portion of what he wrote in 
poetic form is what we call “occasional,” written, that is 
to say, imder the urge of some particular event or situation 
or passing train of thought. 

This alone gives his verse a certam airiness and ease, a 
certain playfulness even ; and it endows it, too, with that 
fresh spontaneity which often catches, much more real- 
istically and vividly than any artistic premeditation could 
do, the direct impact, with its taste and tang and escaping 
overtones, of the thing he is describing. 

And bis poetry spri ngs, naturally from his. (character. 
fl[t _conve ys, even in its most ci^ual and least premeditated 
^outbursts, t he high and l uminous vision of things, which. 
was the esse n(ce of h is lifo ^To open his volume almost at 
random is to experience something of that heightenit^ 
of our feeling for planetary existence that we get from 
the essays of Emerson. 
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And die secret of bis pow e r as a poet lies in .his, inartistic, 
sincerity, in his unjdFectcd^ ffort to ke ep his mind £xed 
die nd^ eastence a nd its ultimate 
alternatives as far as hun^ d^tiny is concerned. Unlike 
"our other English poets, he follows Goethe in iLnldng up 
the moral situation with the cosmic one. His persona 
bias is towards a clarified and monumental stoicism ; but 
a certain lightness of touch, a certain easy playfulness of 
tone, combined with his gaiius for the evocation of 
“natural magic,” prevents this stoicism from growing 
dogmatic or harsh or austere. 

Modem sophistication tends to revolt against die simple 
and transparent efforts Matthew Arnold makes to live, 
hke Emerson, in a large and luminous atmosphere of 
philosophical detachment; but to my mind there is 
somedimg disarming and touching about the majestic 
simplLcitjr with which he struggles to attune his temper 
to “the best that has been thought and said” in the long 
history of our race. 

To 'our younger generation, who lack both the vitaHty 
and the tmacity of purpose to remain steadily in this 
sarene mountain-air, mere must often seem too much of 
the preacher in his work, and far too little rebelHous 
deviky or Satanic malice against the System of Things. 

Nor does the loftier and more tra gic reaction to the 
fitter ironic of life that we get so much of in Shakespeare 
and Hardy enter into his tone ^its place is taken bv a 
certain airy philosophical detachment, a d etachment archly 
"j^iyraland even supercilious, which just avoids the danger 
of sinking into' the priggish. 

Our modem mania, however, for the ugly, the grot- 
esque, the bizarre, the discordant — ^a perfecdy legitimate 
mania and one that wonderfully len<h itself, in the case 
of a man of genius, to that “chaotidsm” that is so marked 
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an element in Hfe — ^ijiakes Matthew Arnold’s planetary 
stoicism seem too remote from the “bloody flukes” of 
experience and from the “brutish sting” of reality. 

But it is this very detachment from the blood and the 
frightfulness, from the maggots and the rats, that makes 
the reading of his poetry seem like floating in a great calm, 
full-briinmed river, between waving reeds and pastoral 
valleys, and always towards “the murmurs and scents of 
the infinite sea.” 

Unimpeded by the problems of literary art, as he was 
undisturbed by the monstrous incongruity and shocking 
grotesquerie of the world’s Burlesque Show, he was 
. further spared that disease of psychological introspection 
which clouds the brains of so many. 

It was always from what might be called tbe ^erature 
j of philosophy ratber than from its logical metaphysfc that 
/ he drew his inspiration^ Hume could no more have 
bothered him than Hegel could have reassured him. 
What he lived by were the logoi of those great poetic and 
religious sages who create a spiritual atmosphere rather 
than round off a metaphysical system. Philosophy in the 
academic and technical sense is as dangerous to poetry as 
spiritualism is dangerous to morality, but philosophy^ 
literature is the best backgro imd a po et can have ; and 
Matthew AmoBTuseiTit tfrwondafuTeBect. 

"What concerned him most was the daily straggle to 
keep his normal mood upon the high level of the sages’ 
thoughts upon which he was always pondering, and it 
was the tragic gulf between this rarefied air and the 
hullabaloo about him that provoked his outbursts of 
supercilious and not always considerate humour. 

was a p:reat generalizer, and his avoidance of meta- 
physical and scientific logic gives to his generalizations a 
swift human point and a weighty cogaicy. He was in 

409 



THE PLEASURES OF LITERATURE 


his best vein, for instance, {When he generalized about the 
/contribution to the imagination of our race of its Celtic 
'' element, and indeed all through his poetry the glamour of 
race-contrast is a recurrent spring of romantic interest 

This passion of his for the. ,nQeti3-io f race was m ade 
more effectiv e and dr gjmsfanftdjby his inspired use of 
geo^^cal proper names, the value of winch, as in 
Homer and Milton, lies in the way it universalizes, even 
to the ends of the earth, that romantic continuity of the 
h uman drama, to appreciate which is die chief glory of 
poetic scholarship. 

It is just this element of magical geography that one 
feels so lacking in the great cosmic poets like Wordsworth 
and Shdley, and naturally in our modem interpreters of 
the heroism of the industrial straggle, the long drama of 
the planet is narrowed down to the tragedy at our doors. 

!Ihere are many (y cult hi nts of Pydiagorem id^ in 
!>Ma^ew- .A^eld.. It is hard to read his poetiy for long 
without feeling steal over you that strange presence of 
many mvisible gouerations, that seems so personal and yet 
so impersonal, as if we had all passed through cycles upon 
cycles of mcamations. 

The Guide of our dark steps a triple veil 
Betwixt our senses and our sorrow keeps ; 

Hath sown with cloudless passages the tale 
Of grief and eased us with a thousand sleeps. 

And witiiout being dogmatic about it, holding it not 
as a metaphysical conclusion but as a natural possibility, 
fbere runs through his verse an unmistakable hint of the 
Goethean idea tha t it is only by o ur own exertions that 
>^ejn ount— *and tE5t haurdly ” — to etonaTlife. It cannot 
denied that when his feelhigs intEasmibiguous matter 
really escape him they betray an intellectual pride a good 
deal luore heathen-stoical than Christkn. 

410 



MATTHEW ARNOLD 


Thin, thin the pleasant human noises grow. 

And faint the dty gleams ; 

Rare the lone pastoral huts — ^marvel not thou ! 

The solemn peaks but to the stars are known, 

But to the stars, and the cold lunar beams ; 

Alone the sun arises, and alone 
Spring the great streams! 

vThere is, I think, a very close affinity between Matthew 
Arnold’s attitude to life and that of Emerson. Both of 
them were essentially preachers, both of them in their 
high detached translunar manner were sages and poets. 
Matthew Arnold was more of a scholar, less perhaps of a 
cosmic seer. In his nature there was — and naturally 
enough, considering his parentage — a good deal of the 
liberal schoolmaster ; while in Emerson we are conscious 
of a certain sly practical shrewdness and reserved mother- 
wit that might have belonged to a philosophic farmer. 

Perhaps of the two Emerson remains, in his own 
impersonal way, nearer to the raw irrational shocks of this 
confosed world ; but on the other hand, Matthew Arnold 
aiteredjaandi-more-ffilly^ into-th£_reUgiQus„contxojfersies 
of his- time. 

Emerson lacked something of the other’s feding for the 
I, romance of history and the glamour of what one might call 
j! K~Were~anyffiing^ American’s 

mOTe reserved life, unless it be his gallant recognition of 
the anarchistic Whitman, that corresponds to the disturb- 
ing spurt of personal emotion in the Englishman’s touching 
verses to Marguerite. 

Save for a tiresome, and to say the truth a somewhat 
conventional prejudice against Shelley, and what I feel to 
be a decided overrating of Byron, Arnold’s clairvoyance 
in poetic discrimination places him among the best of our 
critics ; and this constant preoccupation with the deeper 
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role of poetxy in the world— insect 
of the race itself, as he says, keeping it alive— gave him a 
p5remu al~felm [e~f6f ^ dwS~rBosrhispired'vi^&r~ ' 
~nFor it is not, as I have^hinied, 'wnthThe aesthetic side of 
poetry he is concerned, but always with its value as an 
, imperishable overtone to the turbulent arena of the passing 
■^hour. 


. . . tears 

Arc in his eyes, and in his ears 
The murmur of a thousand years. 

Before him he sees life unrou, 

A placid and continuous whole — 

Imt general life, which does not cease. 
Whose secret is not joy, but peace ; 

That life, whose dumb wish is not missed 
If birth proceeds, if things subsist ; 

The 1& of plants, and stones and rain. 
The life he craves — ^if not in vain 
Fate gave, what Chance shall not control. 
His sad lucidity of soul. 


A poet’s attitude to poetry in general, whether it be 
detached and half-humorous as Shakespeare’s, or proud 
and grave as Dante’s, is always a matter of curious interest ; 
but a poet’s own work reveals much more than this. It 
reveals not only m definite statements, but in what you 
might cal its.difiused atmospheric pressure, the most 
hidden and seaet life-loi^higs> life-ftustrations, life- 
suppressions of the poet’s identity. 

Some poets. Browning for instance, betray, in this 
dififesed atmospheric revelation of themselves, a warm, 
glowing, almost sexual attraction to the human spectacle. 
Others, and Matthew Arnold is an extreme example of 
this, ^teRACol d and weary distaste, a festidious sbr inldng , 
a jnagnetic repulsion firom the rough-and-tumble ofhtmm 
intercourse. 
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Almost every one of Matthew Arnold’s most character- 
istic gestures in poetry is a gesture of ^erentiating himself 
from Ae passions, ambitions, superstitions , illusi ons o£the 
niasT qfrms feHow-menV To shake off the too hot, the 
too” dusty, the too familiar pressure of life, to thin life out, 
and to sever himself from this or that in a cold passion for 
more air, more space, more solitude, seems to be the 
recurrent effort he is always making, 
v^e seems to derive a certain intimate satisfaction even 
from the very tragedy of such separation, such severance, 
such estrangement ! 

One catches this curiously paradoxical note in the two 
main undertones of his recurrent poetic themes-4iis 
separation from the Marguerite of the Swiss poems and 
his separation from the faith of his fathers.^ 

To ea ch of ti ies e sev e ranc es he refers in. moumM md 
even t ragic tones, but to an ear trained to catch what might 
be called iSe psychic echo of an emotional emphasis there 
always returns, like an after-vibration in the air, from these 
unhap’py sighs a certain tremor of exultant relief in having 
pncej DoreifetogiifA^gi^i^^AinTied it oitf-yeLja litde-firrther^, 
isolated hhnself just A few l^ues ftirther off! 

“^t is as though die whole proems of his interior pilgrim- 
age were a series of retreats — tragic retreats, he may 
assume them to be — ^from one kindly hearth and from one 
warm shrine after another, while the spirit within him 
seeks to flee fixrther and further from the “sweet securities ” 
of dependence, till it escape the last security of aU. 

prhe very form of ver se in which he excels i s a reacti on 
from die near~ahd t£^ Eom ely.~ ThS is a rare and 
“spedai kind ofr^try, a poetry which makes use of place- 
names. pro per names, as we say, taken fix)jn_andenLnmps. 
' Sd'oin geg giaph ies-and from the j :hron i ck s- of fer-nff . 
Eflf-hist^cal, ha lf-mythological times, with the dehber- 
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ate purpos e of evoking a tj^e o£ janottonal 

'SrateiS^ 

AnS tEe exdtement-iLcydce&Js.that-ci^ -magieal 
exatement , hard to _^alyse, ^whereby the “topless 
tbwacs**^ of old dries, llbe sacred slopes of enchanted 
mountains, the sources of mystic rivers, the shores of 
fabulous seas, are brought before the imagination, and 
brought before it in such a way as to create the vision of 
a world that is our world, and yet not our world, a world 
called up out of the universal nostalgia of the generations 
for the marvellous and the strange, for the terrible and 
the beauriful. Such place-names are of a kind that in 
themselves, merely by the uttering of the syllables that 
compose them, have the power of evoking all those dim 
nostigic cravings of which I speak, cravings for places 
“6r, far from here,” places “where othor rivers now,” 
places where events have occurred, more wonderful, more 
frtal, more satisfying to ihe heart, than any we know, 
and where grasses 'quiver and plants grow and waves 
break, that have felt the presences of men and women 
who have walked upon the earth with the Heroes and 
have eaten and slept with the Immortal Gods. 

There is something about these magical proper names 
from old history, old poetry, and old maps, that reaches 
the mind quite independently of our having been a 
traveller. 

It is all a matter of books ! A matter of old books it 
is, such books as one of the great Renaissance scholars 
m%ht have collected, and over his lamp, night by night, 
in some lohdy tower, have drawn the whole history of 
, our race — ^and yet not of our race, but of a race nobler, 
strongar, more beauriful, more terrible, a race conjured 
up by the demons dwelling in names~~mto the narrow 
, compass of his cell! 
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For such na mes work a double mi rade,:, thej^dravtibe, 
whol e wor ld near^jo that you can envisage it as Satan 
“niade^ Jesus envisage all the kingdoms of Ae earth, and 
they drive it apart, down vast dim receding corridors of 
prehistoric time!. Suc h names are like aerial of 
migrator vL-birds. They lift us out of the immediate. 
Theycarry us to the uttermost ramparts of the world. 
And yet they bind, in their unthinkable voyagings, aU 
the nations and languages of the earth together. The 
poetry that specializes, so to speak, in the use of magic 
names hke these, names that carry in their syllables so 
much more than the mere music of sound, is profoundly 
traditional. It does what not only old poets but old 
magicians have done from time immemorial. It uses 
Homeric incantations. It uses Virgihan sorceries. But 
above all, it embodies the high translunar secrets of the 
most recondite of all poetry, the poetry of John Ivldton. 
There is plenty of intriguing mtellectual verse written 
to-day that is subde aiough ; but its subdety is a purely 
mental subdety, its illuminations, for all their convoluted 
and meticulous realism, mental illuminations. 

But the poetry of ma gical pla ce-n ames th at J ImyeJii 
mind, dm romantic-geograplnc- historic poetry , full of 
ctmningTy arranged syllables whose liberated Ariels evoke 
the Lost Atlantis of the imagination, appea ls n ot so much 
to the intelligence, but, lik^ all the oldttaStional inspira- 
tidrTiS&t our modem poets have renounced, to the et ^tions^ 
but to very special and particular emotions, 'whbse ^dsiaTce 
depends on a certain kind of profoundly bookish culture. 

Now the gr eatness of Matth ew Amol d^as a. poet lies in 
(,the fact thaj he comKnes die rare enaqtiona l appeal of 
hhescl hauma turgic pl ace-h a^^~depenHent upon boo ks. 
with the f r^shest-apfrmosti riatiim1istic..imptrcssiom.Df 
Nature . He is a true scholar, who, just because he emerges 
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dazed and entranced from his books, responds with a 
special childlike naivet^ to what he encounters in die 
open air. Just because he has been so stirred by old 
geography, old romance, old chronicles, and is so steeped 
in Homeric tags and Miltonic echoes, the mere sight of 
“an unskilful gardener” mowing the grass and cutting 
by mis chan ce some fragrant hyacinth near the lawn’s edge 
•vm strike him, as he comes back to the real world, with 
a startling vividness. 

And Matthew Arnold’s Sahrah and Rustu m is a poem of 
precisely this nature. It i s a poem Coleridge w oul d have 
and yet, in its firm, cl e^..,ck!C3 imstantiaL ardti- 
tectonics, it is less fragmentary tha n most of the p rojections 
of that greaL-and disor dered, hnagination^ Its material 
com^ obviously from a scholar’s shelves, but from those 
of a scholar, as I suggest, whose senses when he goes 
out at last into the air respond with a* buoyant and 
elemental freshness to what he sees and feels. 

What a heavenly thing indeed is this multitude of old 
books! Not “vain,” as the Preacher murmured, but 
pregnant unto immortal thoughts and imperishable long- 
ings. It was from an imagination quickened by much 
study that Matthew Arnold summed up so well the life 
'of all of us upon earth, putting his conclusion into his 
young Sohrab s mouth when, not knowing what he did, 
the boy lifted up his spear against his father. 

For we arc all, like swinuners in the sea, 

Poised on the top of a huge wave of fete, 

"Which hangs uncertain to which side to fell. 

And whether it will heave us up to land. 

Or whether it will roll us out to sea. 

Back out to sea, to the deep waves of death. 

We know not, and no search will make us know ; 

Only the event will teach us in its hour. 
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But it is the closing pages of this great poem that move 
me as few other lines in hterature have ever done. What 
an inspiration it was — ^and yet he learnt it all from books ! 
— to leave the dead boy with fete father wbo had killed 
him crouching over him there in die sand, while he makes 
us follow the course of the great Oxus-stream tiU it 
reaches its resting-place ! 

But the majestic river floated on. 

Out of the mist and hum of that low land. 

Into the frosty starlight, and there moved, 

Rejoidr^, through the hushed Chorasmian waste. 

Under the solitary moon ; — ^he flowed 
Right for the polar star, past Orguiye, 

Brimming, and bright, and large ; then sands begin 
To hem ms watery march, and dam his streams. 

And split his currents ; that for many a league 
The shorn and parcell’d Oxus strains along 
Through beds of sand and matted rushy isles — 

Oxus, forgetting the bright speed he had 
In his high mountain-cradle in Pamere, 

A foil’d circuitous wanderer — till at last 
The long’d-for dash of waves is heard, and wide 
His luminous home of waters opeils, bright 
And tranquil, from whose floor the new-bathed stars 
Emerge, and shine upon the Aral Sea. 

Thus in true Homeric style does this supercilious 
Scourge of the Bishops sink his teasing controversies, 
forget his lost Marguerite, let the epieikeia of Jesus go, to 
lose himself in the calm eternal peace of those god-hke 
dements, that are at once subhuman and superhuman. 

But if he shows in Sohrab and Rustum to what good 
purpose — ^not merely copying the similes of the ancient 
Muse, but catching her very accent — ^he has read Homer, 
in Tristram and Iseult he achieves an even greater miracle. 
How superior to all the laboured and artistic attempts of 
Tennyson and Swinburne — and of so many others down 
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to this present hour \—to 

.evasive secret i n the_w;I^] , . _ _ 

this casual, e asvT careless unfmished fr agm ent ! ^ 

Here we lind him, always the arch-airliSeur,“1^unching 
forth upon Welsh matters ; and I have a dim conviction 
that, outside the Welsh Mabinogi themselves, never has 
this peculiar enchantment — an enchantment that, for all 
his rush of eloquence, completely escaped Swinburne, and 
was only touched at rare interv js by Tennyson — ^been so 
miraculously captured. 

I have no hesitation in declaring that Matt hew Arnold 
is alone, wi th Sha kespe are, a^on^Qur great ^n|^lish.^oets. 
3 n dph^justiceJxxihe,^5^1sh.genius ; andfie had, I suspect, 
le^opportunities than Sbiespeare in this direction. It 
was pure clairvoyance, influenced to some extent, I fancy, 
by his passion for 'Homer, but also no doubt by some 
kindred strain in his own childlike, subde nature. 

I am merely following his own lead in this most alluring 
of poetic quests when I quote one of his favourite selec- 
tions to show the sort of thing he was trying to evoke. 
What we tend to forget, however, is tbat the Celtic 
genius, or,, if you like, the Brydionic-Goidelic-Iberian 
genius, has many more elements than the one or two which 
Arnold, or myself following Arnold, may have the luck 
to snatch. From one point of view, such a quest for the 
essence of the Celtic genius is as absurd as a similar quest 
would be for the essence of the English genius, a thing 
that one explorer might find in the humour of Dickens 
and Lamb, and another in the moral austerity of Milton 
and Wordsworth. 

But here is the particular passage from Lady Charlotte 
Guest’s translation of Kilhwch and Olwen which so appealed 
to Matthew Arnold. The fragment explains itself as it 
proceeds. 
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And the woman asked them, “Upon what errand come you 
here?’’ 

“We come to seek Olwen for this youth.” 

“In the name of Heaven, return whence you came !” 

“Heaven is our wimess that we will not return till we have 
seen the maiden.” 

“She comes here every Saturday to wash her head, and in the 
vessel where she washes she leaves all her rings, and she never 
comes herself or sends any messengers to fetch them.” 

“Will she come here if she is sent to ?” 

“Unless you J^ledgc your faith you will not harm her I will 
not send to her. 

“We pledge it.” 

So a message was sent and she came. 

The maiden was clothed in a robe of flameK:oloured silk, and 
about her neck was a collar of ruddy gold on which were 
precious emeralds and rubies. 

More yellow was her head than the flower of the broom, and 
her skin was whiter than the foam of the wave, and fairer were 
her hands and her fingers than the blossoms of the wood anemone 
amidst the spray of the meadow fountain. The eye of the trained 
hawk, the glance of the three-mewed falcon was not brighter 
than hers. Her bosom was more snowy than the breast of the 
white swan, her cheek was redder than the reddest roses. Whoso 
beheld her was filled with her love. Four white trefoils sprang 
up wherever she trod. And therefore was she called Olwen. . . . 
And Kilhwch said, “Ah maiden, thou art she I have loved; 
come away with me lest they speak evil of thee and me. Many 
a day have I loved thee.” 

Something of the romantic and yet realistic naivete of 
such a passage he has caught in Tristram and Iseult^ and ^ 
naivete of this particular sort is precisdy~^at Swinburne 
and Tennyson could never capture. Pure in spiratjorutisJ 
th e <^inning est...agt-in~^^ could have devised 
TRelt^d^g and even. childish changes in die„phantasma- 
goric metres he uses, flickemg, fluctuating, wavering and^ 
mduEHiig, another, alterna&g wiA^ 

among d ie 
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night-winds of the shore, or Hke wild salt-marsh estuaries 
among reed-rusding inland weirs ! 

I thitik that nothmg in Scott or Coleridge can equal, in 
pure mediaeval romance, the atmosphere of Tristram’s 
vigil with his page during the long-delayed sailing of the 
eld pr Iseult aaoss the water. 

What voices are these on the clear night-air ? 

What lights in the Court— what steps on the stair i 

And it is one of the curiosities of literature that the 
pruning shamelessly sentimental dialogue between these 
middle-aged lovers does not break the enchantment or 
spoil the aisorcerized soliloquy of the pictured huntsman 
on the wind-blown arras ! Was it perhaps because the 
author’s thoughts travelled back to Switzerland and 
Marguerite, that he could be at once so magical and so 
sentimental ? 

A far simpler poem in its structure and background is The 
Forsaken Merman ; and here one need be no psychologist 
to detect the secretest Hfe-illusion of the author escaping 
Hke a genie from a wave-tossed bottle as he thinks of 
hiTTKifflf as a lonely elemental being, an unbaptized soulless 
wanderer, hovering about the warm sheepfolds of the 
kindly children of men and peeping through the Hghted 
windows of “the Htde grey church on the windy shore” 
as he roams in the darkness among the graves, v/ 

In reading any great poet’s work there is a curious 
interest, if you possess a certain grim reaHstic humour, in 
noting the contrast between what we all see of the author, 
as he goes about among us in his usual attire, and the wild 
imj^inary situations into which, as he projects what might 
be called the under-consciousness of his soul, he thinks 
himself. 

In some cases, in the case of Shelley and Keats, for 
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instance, there seems no shock of incongruity between the 
poet as he was in his daily life and this imaginary projec- 
tion of himself, “ceasing upon the midnight with no 
pain” as he listens to the nightingale, or dissolving his 
body into a melting cloud or a leaf-scattering wind. But 
when one thinks of Matthew Arnold’s patient educational 
labours, when one thinks of his conscientious if not always 
considerate anti-clerical propaganda, above all when one 
thinks of his stiffly conventional appearance, there comes a 
singular twinge of human poignance in following his 
purer soul into these unearthly metamorphoses. 

But in The Forsaken Merman this superdhous amateur 
of “the best that has been thought and said” showed how 
it was possible to use the mspiration he fished up firom the 
books he loved, till, setting free the soul within him firom 
the hfe he had to lead, and firom the bodily vesture he had 
to carry, it evoked something that approached in beauty 
the immortal sea-sorcery of Shakespeare himself. 

Sand-^tre-wn caverns, cool and deep. 

Where the winds are all asleep, 

Where the spent lights quiver and gleam. 

Where the salt weed sways in the stream. 

Where the sea-beasts, ranged all round, 

Feed in the ooze of their pasture-ground, 

Where^the sea-snakes coil and twine. 

Dry their mail and bash in the brine. 

Where great whales come sailing by, 

Sail and sail, with unshut eye 
Round the world for ever and aye. 

But among his more casually and airily vratten poems 
the one, pdrhaps, that conveys most persuasively his 
peculiar gaiius is The Strayed Reveller. 

Here again we get that rare device of lifting us up to 
the top of a planetary watch-tower, firom which the 
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inhabitants of our round globe can be caught in the 
historic and geograpliic glamour of their immemorial 
occupations ; and from which, as from the deck of some 
philosophic air-ship, the past aird the present betray their 
basic and poetic continuity. 

In this poem, with its short easily-flowing unrhymed 
lines — ^a form of verse by which his not very musical ear 
was spared the labour of more artful versification — he 
reiterates his large, free, luminous, unpsychological theory 
of the nature of the poet’s vision. ItJs-a_idsiQnJjy_no 
me ans fr ee from_pain, J3m_.pain. Jiidlowed jP-a. stoical 
lucidity mdlH ihied to a calm^disiUusioned^peace. 

They see the Heroes 
Sitting in the dark ship 
On the foainless, long-heaving, 

Violet sea, 

At sunset nearing 
The Happy Islands. 


They sec the Heroes 

Near harbour; but they share 

Their lives, and former violent toil in Thebes, 

Seven-gated Thebes, or Troy ; 

Or where the echoing oan 

Of Argo first 

Startled the unknown sea. 

It must be admitted that an' amateur in poetry whose 
life-purpose is not the “contribution to our Literature of 
immortal works,’-’ but the struggle to live — ^and help his 
fellow-countrymen to live — ^“m the best that has beai 
thought and said” from the beginning of time, will 
sometimes be found sacrificing beauty, and even dignity, 
to preaching. 

When mis occurs, however, in Matthew Arnold it is a 
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very different thing from the unredeemed dullness in 
Wordsworth at his worst, or the tediousness and infinitely 
commonplace cheapness of Byron at his second-best. 

vit is preaching, it is moralizing ; sometimes it is priggish 
and supercilious moralizing to a point that becomes 
absurd, but it is never boastful in the intolerable manner 
of Browning, and it never comes as near to a Sunday- 
school lesson as Tennyson is capable of doing. 

Personally — ^for I am not ashamed of confesing myself 
a humble disciple of this struggle to live rather “in the 
best that has been thought and said” than in any clever 
aesthetic venture — can enjoy the most pedagogic poems 
of this amateur of philosophy just as I can enjoy certain 
aphorisms of Goethe that to cleverer heads appear tedious 
platitudes ; but I will spare my restless reader quotations 
from these sermons in verse with the exception of the 
one entitled Self-Dependence, which is so Emersonian, 
if not Nietzschean in tone, that it would be unfair to 
leave it out. 

Here indeed we get, plainly set down in black and 
white, the real secret of the irritated hostility that so many 
warm-blooded lovers of their kind, both godly and 
ungodly, feel towards him. Here he puts into downright 
unmist^able language what he is for ever hinting a t.. 
f inamely the desirability of i ca S^-^I c express it in 
no omer t^ins — a certain cosmic selfish ness. 

A yearning after such pBnetfry isoCiSon seems to have 
lain at the bottom of the deepest soul of this patient 
Inspector of Schools, this laborious pioneer of Secondary 
Education. 

If d ^ecret of Jesus was epieikeia, the secret of Matthew 
^AmolXw^ ce rtainly the individual alone wi th the cosims, 
"■'lAn3~3iis cold planetary passion in him is what our 
warm-blooded herd-animals are quick to smell out, and 
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it must be to them like a freezing wafiure from the ice 
of glaciers and avalanches ! They detect, such lovers of 
human gregariousness, that down at the bottom of his 
heart this harrier of the prelates, this uncle Matthew who 
“could never be serious,” was an extremely lukewarm 
lover of the human race, was in fact a misantiurope worse 
than Timon, would have felt little regret had he seen the 
whole unlucky breed swallowed up in some vast cata- 
clysm ! They detect that down at the bottom of his heart 
he longed for universal suicide, for universal death, for the 
great calm, unbroken peace out of which all the folly and 
aE the pain was stirred up by some meddling demiurge. 

This explains, they feel, his passion for such advocates 
of a God-like Nirvana as Spinoza and Senancour. They 
detect that all the time he was secretly a worshipper of 
that unruffled Demogorgon of the Abyss who drowned 
ytithout mercy our first energetic human civilization, the 
lost continent of Atlantis. And it does seem as if what 
these bustling Fortinbrases have all the while suspected in 
him is revealed quite openly in his Htde Emersonian 
sermon upon “Self-Reliance.” 

hi a vein quite contrary to the epieikeia of Jesus, our 
planetary Inspector — and I hke to frncy he composed it 
while he was actually crossing the deep grave of that 
Lost Adantis — ^writes this poem to advise us to stick to 
our predestined job and not worry about the wickedness 
or madness or ignorance of our less lucky neighbours in 
the teEurian trenches. 

I often repeat the fines to myself when I am tempted 
to some human weakness ; and although they don’t jump 
with my conscience, they are marveEously comforting to 
my egoism. 

In the way we know so weE — in what some of us would 
caE his grand “pathetic faEacy”— he thus, in true Empe- 
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dodean style, calls upon us to imitate the elements. 
“Wouldst thou be as these are? Live as ttey.” So £31 
so good; but once having let himself go, as his trans- 
atlantic liner carries him over the watery grave of one 
human dvilization, the secret of his heart escapes, and he 
reveals what Nietzsche would call the “great loathing.” 

UnaflSighted by the silence round them. 

Undistracted by the s^hts they see. 

These demand not that tie things without them 
Yield them love, amusement, sympathy. 

And with joy the stars perform their shining. 

And the sea its long moon-silver’d roll ; 

For self-poised they live, nor pine with noting 
All the fever of some differing soul. 

Bounded by themselves and unregardful 
In what state God’s other worla may be, ^ 

In their own tasks all their powers pouring, 

These attain the mighty me you see. 

The conventional expression “God’s other works” does 
not, I think, conceal from us the inhumanity of this doc- 
trine : but after all — un-Christian as it is — ^it does have 
behind it a considerable wdght of mystical tradition ; and 
no doubt many of the andeut Hermits were Elementalists 
in this sense. ^ 

But it is the Scholar Gipsy and .that will always 

remain, for the casiMr~and“mcurioiJS reader, Matthew 
^ Arnold’s masterpieces : an d indeed there-are-frew lovelier 
poems in our langua ge._ 

Just as Milton flung into Lycidas so much more than an 
elegiac dirge over the loss of young King, so Matthew 
Arnold seized the opportunity oficred b y th e death, gf 
' OougEm^ mpose rln Ks^Branfl^most ardbly-amateur 
frahi<m,TcoupliFbT poems th a^Ljev^flinjaaattQDies-^^ 
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iTnr)prf:nfiRs, tKe moral values and intellectual conclusions 
of his youth, his cciture, 1^ experi ence. What days these 
young mea~ niusf~Kave passed together, in a youth 
as guarded, as privileged, as favoured, as that of any 
young Mariuses or Horians or Gastons of Walter Pater’s 


invention ! , 

As I have hinted, the mere realism of these pastoral 
^^gnettes of the scenery round Oxford surpasses all natu re . 
-^j^ftyjn our language save certain passages in Shakespeare 
and Kwts. The fact diat the kind of landscape described 


is not grand or stupaidous or awe-inspiring — no moun- 
tains like those in Wordsworth, no seas like those in 


Homer, no wide salt-marshes or vast horizons like those 
in Walt Whitman — does not lessen its value. It i s /ore- 
ground scen^, it is sirnple, p^tord scenery, just as. W£ 
j^e~l t jEl£eatiahdi. Shakespeare ; but unassuming and 
ordinary as it is, I confess I look in vain for anything to 
equal it in what has been written before or since of what 
most Englishmen mean when they talk of the country. 

And just because of this intimate quality I think it takes 
a native-born critic to give these poems their true place. 
Thar peculiar tone, conveying something of the fa miliar 
classical playfulness that is such a pretty thing when the 
great Milton unbends, adds to the spontaneity — refuse 
to call it affected spontandty — ^with which the impressions 
are recorded. And the point is, these are honest impres- 
sions ! They are not the impessions of a poet pretending 
to be a firmer, but those of a bookish student following 
the fimiliar track of generations of bookish students. 

But how English tiiey are ! Even the Odes of Keats 
are more adaptable to other alien landscapes, less soaked 
in English dew, less drenched by English rain, less “cool- 
rooted” in English earth ! 

Even into, these p oems, however, jhe grand pTagjgir- 
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Arnold for the roinance of historic 
way r Could anything be better as 
grounding of Punic keels upon 
Corrdsh coasts than the closing lines of die Scholar Gipsy ? 

And snatch’d his rudder and shook out more sail ; 

And day and night held on indignantly 
O’er the blue IvUdland waters with the gale, 

Betwixt the Syrtes and soft Sicily, 

To where the Atlantic raves 
Outside the western straits ; and unbent sails 
There, where down cloudy cliffs, through sheets of foam, 

Shy traffickers, the dark Iberians come ; 

And on the beach undid his corded bales. 


passio n of Matthew 
geoRjraphyi forced iS 
of t 


a coniurine: up 


Nor are die allusions to Clough^s grave in Italy, with 
their train of yet remoter mythical suggestion, as we get 
them in Thyrsis^ any less magical. 

Hear it from thy broad lucent Arno-vale 
(For there thine earth-forgetting eyelids keep 
The momingless and unawakening sleep 
Under the flowery oleanders pale) 


Thou hearest the immortal chants of old ! — 

Putting his sickle to the perilous grain 
In the hot cornfield of the Phrygian king, 

For thee the Lityerses-song again 

Young Daphnis with his mver voice doth sing. 

vjpiefhaps the thing of all others that makes Matthew 
^Amold^s poetr y of such real^ Mc^phicJiuSW^ 

|fto m^=da^^ re iterated^ assertion, through every 
^ w^ety of poem he wrote, IthH^ouf o^^ our only 

comfort, our only support, in a world so confused and 
treacherous, is |ojsiBjU:>acJdaTt^^ 

\ out strength fr om that m vsteri Qus spring of unc ongner^ 
1 jup, as if from some non-human 
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cosmic reservoir, in the depths where the self touches 
the not-self. 

And in regard to all ultimate problems, and this alone 
gives his work a special value for us, he remains, steadily, 
obstinately, and with an instinctive rather than a rational 
bias, rooted and grounded in his a gm stidsm.^ 

Now it is not at all easy to retain this particular philo- 
sophic attitude. The violent dogmatism of the warring 
poHtical ideals of our time invade our mental attitude to 
the universe and endow it with a Curious craving for 
authority. We cling, like frantic slaves in a shipwreck, 
to the audiority of spirituaHsm, the authority of science, 
the authority of a sacerdotal church, and above all, to 
the authority of any kind of man-god-dictator who 
wiU take our burdens upon him and lift us out of our- 
selves. In our weakness, our desperation, our nervous 
recklessness, we grow as terrified of our own solitary 
wills and our own soHtary souls as we might be of 
ice or water or fire. 

Everything that offers itself with the frintest claim to 
teU us what to feel, what to think, what to love and hate 
— ^how in fact to lose what we dread most of all, the god 
within our own breast — vre are prepared to deify, in 
hope that it wiU save us from our fear of life. 

And thus it comes about that a peaceful, industrious, 
philosophic penonage like Matthew Arnold, struggling in 
his conscientious, amateurish way to live according to 
“the best that has beet^said and thought,” an old-feshiondd 
hberal, a patient public servant, whose most exalted 
“cause” was the unsensational one of Secondary Educa- 
tion, has come to be, of all die poets of his age, the one 
frona whom we can learn the most ! And he has come to 
be this just because he kept harping, in his arthly-serious, 
flippandy-prophetic way, upon the necessity of remaining 

428 



MATTHEW ARNOLD 


an uncommitted agnostic, upon^e necessity of depending 
on nothing in heaven or earth, of following nothing hi 
heaven or earth, but the god, the daimon, the secret inner 
voice, of one’s own separate soul/ 

Unlike so many of ms contemporaries, Matthew Arnold 
shamelessly displays in his. writings all his lapses from 
'j^i eikei a, ^ his reacti ons, .against his felbw-rcreatures.. 
How beautifully free he is from the swaggering virihty of 
Browning and the artistic dignity of Tennyson ! In his 
jests on behalf of his Eternal he was never very particular 
about the figure he cut himself. Like Milton, he could 
forget propriety. Any stone was good enough to throw 
at frie bishops or at Mr- Spurgeon ! 

In his advocacy of what the indignant Common Rooms 
of Oxford would call “University Extension culture” he 
was as sublimely indifferent to the charge of being popular 
as he was of being thought priggish. He was always 

S red to sink himself and lose himself in the complete 
essness of his praise for the great writers by whom he 
Hved. He must have gone on gravely filling up notebook 
after notebook with quotations from the Classics. And 
it can never have struck him that a time would come when 
in our inverted intellectual snobbishness we should regard 
such notebooks as pathetic fidvoHty, like a great-aunt’s 
album, and that our geniuses would be turning from the 
Loeb Classics to find — ^and to find with no negligible 
success — in gangster-saloons and buU-fights and lynclhigs 
and bombings their method of capturing the undying 
Protean muse. 

For all his secret aloofiiess from human warmth Matthew 
Arnold must have displayed plenty of epieikeia in his 
domestic life. 

Like Cowper, he had a penchant for pets, a significant 
psychologicd indication, I sxispect, if all were known; 
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and he doesn’t boggle at slipping into his Poetical Works 
a courdy apology to his dying canary for 

Troubling with our chatter vain 
Ebb of life and mortal pain, 

and one can’t help asking oneself whether as he wrote 
down die words. 

Us, unable to divine 
Our companion’s dying sign 
Or o’erpass the severing sea 
Set betwixt ourselves and thee, 

any trace of a flicker of Heine-like mischief crossed his face 
as he remembered that this was not the first time he had 
used in his poetry the words “sever,” “severing,” 
‘‘severance” ? 

Who renders vain their deep desire s — 

A God, a God their severance ruled ! 

And bade betwixt their shores to be 
The unplumh’d, salt, estranging sea. 

But he dismisses this other animula vagula in die tone of 
a classic tenderness older than the Christian Hope : 

Fare thee well, companion dear ! 

Fare for ever well, nor fear. 

Tiny though thou art, to stray 
Down the uncompanion’d way ! 

No, there is a residue of a curious kind of poignance in the 
contrast between his patient, conventional, kindly life 
and the far-off incarnations of his wandering spirit. 

From which of the sages of the logoi he was always 
reading did he learn the secret of adjus ting -his^ amiabler 
sociable emter life to _ Ae cold, doof, “souH ess” inner 
BSr tST queer Neckan-Hfe of his, diis life of an un- 
converted Merman who couldn’t keep grave when he 
heard how much the Bishops of Winchester and Gloucester 
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“wanted to do something for the honour of Our Lord’s 
godhead” 5 

The particular influence he exerted all his days must 
have been of a piece with this queer double life — of kindly 
rectitude and infinite disillusionment. How he must have 
been hated in certain quarters! None knew in what 
curious and new direction he would make his next attack, 
but it would be sure to be against something profoundly 
respected by the moral instincts of every class in the 
country. 

And if his poetry was amateurish compared with all the 
volumes of Browning and Swinburne, how amateurish 
were his onslaughts on theology ! They resembled 
Goethe’s attacks on Sir Isaac Newton. Indeed, hke 
Goethe, he held the view that there was a “penetrable” 
and an “impenetrable” in Nature and that the Christian 
Revelation belonged to the sphere of the impenetrable. 

Like Goethe’s in his day, Matthew Arnold’s aphorisms 
and generalizations go fiir deeper than appears on the 
surface. They have a certain db^enging airiness of tone, 
but like transparent water they reflect the very abysses of 
the far-off sky. That “Eternal not oursdves which makes 
for righteousness” does remain, say what you will, the 
obstinate and incredible miracle in this careless cosmos. 

But how appropriate, how singularly suitable for one 
who was always something of a male Undine under his 
Inspector’s umbrella, that die most definite statement of 
his secret thoughts should be put into the mouth of 
Empedocles, the philosopher par excellence of the non- 
human elements 1 

Empedocles on Etna is one of the most curious and 
interesting poems in our language. It is a poem for 
lonely people ; for recluses and hermits, for misfits and 
misanthropes, for all those who underneath their patient 
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toil and amiable chatter have a longing, figuratively 
speaking, to throw themselves into a fiery crater or into 
tfie path of an avalanche. 

And it is so characteristic of Matthew Arnold, the way 
in which in this queer poem the careless stage directions 
are set down. The youthfiil Callicles — so we are told at 
one point — “sings unseen firom below” ; but anything 
less Hke “singing” than the slow-measured lines, full of 
the firagrance of moss and fem-roots that the author 
proceeds to recite, can hardly be inlagined : 

. . . the air 

Is freshen’d by the leaping stream, which throws 
Eternal showers of spray on the moss’d roots 
Of trees, and veins of turf, and long dark shoots 
Of ivy-plants, and fragrant hanging bells 
Of hyacinths, and on late anemones 
That muffle its wet banks . . . 

Presently we are assured that ^‘the music below ceases 
and Empedocles speaks, accompanying himself in a 
solemn manner on hx$ harp/’ 

Even our poet’s master, Goethe, in his most quaintly 
stiff and puppet-^ow style, would hardly have mentioned 
this accompaniment. But we forget it all when we read 
what foEows 

things the world which fill 
Of but one stuff are spun, 

That we who rail are stul 
With what we rail at, one ; 

One with the o’er-kbour’d Power that through the breadth and 
length 

Of earth, and air, and sea, 

In men and plants and stones, 

Hath toil perpetually, 

And travails, pants and moans ; 

Fain would do all things well, but somerimes fails in strength, 
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And patiently exact 
This universal God 
Alike to any act 
Proceeds at any nod 

And quietly declaims the cursings of himself. 

The philosopher closes with that ‘'sad lucidity’' of our 
author's stoical mood that we have come to know so well. 

I say ; Fear not ! Life still 
Leaves human effort scope. 

But since life teems with ill, 

Nurse no extravagant hope ; 

Because thou must not dream, thou need’st not then despair ! 

And the stage-direction at this point reads, “Long 
pause." Alas ! such is the contrariety of the human mind 
that it is hard not to fill this “long pause" with a rebellious 
after-thought firom some less pessimistic echo of “the 
best that has been thought and said" in the long travail of 
the human spirit, an echo from some voice Aat refuses 
to let the elements have the last word. 

But Calhcles sings again; and there follow lines so 
lovely in their Dorian calm that I know few that thrill 
me more. 

Far, far firom here. 

The Adriatic breaks in a warm bay 
Among the green Illyrian hills ; and there 
The sunshine in the happy glens is fair, 

And by the sea, and in me brakes. 

The grass is cool, the sea-side air 
Buoyant and firesh, the mountain-flowers 
More virginal and sweet than our. 

And there, they say, two bright and aged snakes, 

Who once were Cadmus and Harmonia, 

Bask in the glens or on the warm sea-shore 
In breathless quiet, after all their ills. 

I would be very unwilling to admit that Matthew 
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Arnold’s disillusioned endurance and stoic resignation was 
the final word of human wisdom under die sun ; but after 
some of our blustering hope-bringers, his mood at least 
seems worthy of the dignity of the huihan spirit. Reading 
him always seems to me like walking on the bank of a 
full-brimmed river, a river whose clear surfece reflects 
the dehcatest of wind-shaken reeds as well as the ruggedest 
of rocky promontories. 

And indeed as we walk along that river-bank, listening 
to a feint sad wind stirring amid the alders, we seem 
always to hear beyond that wind, always beyond the 
murmur of that river, always beyond the cool deep 
reflections in that brimming water, a far-off sound of a 
different tone ! 

And I seem to catch, making the hopefullest choruses 
firom the confident camp-fires we have left behind fall 
vulgar-sweet and grossly satisfied upon the ear, the 
unearthly breaking, hoarse, harsh and strange, but with 
all its strangeness answering some heroic homesickness in 
the soul, that like a great fish leaps to meet it — ^the breaking 
of the waves of the non-human ultinute sea ! 

Yes, not for nothing did Matthew Arnold select the 
old Empedocles as his mouthpiece. There is, I fancy, 
among poets and mystics a long, long occult tradition, 
reverting to the megahthic age, of this worship of the 
most inhuman of all the elements, the worship of stones 
and water. 

Even in our own time that proud anti-sodal poet of 
the Pacific Coast, the American Jeffers, promulges some 
sudi reveraon to the most primeval of all aniTnisms — 
if it be animism ! For the chemistry of our bodies will 
always draw some among us, and the nostalgia of our 
souls will always draw some amoi^ us, away from the 
warm securities of flesh-ajid-blood to that pre-historic 
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remoteness and unapproachableness, that final escape of 
hunter and hunted, die elements from which we came. 

In speaking of the old Welsh tales that we now call the 
Mahinogi, Matthew Arnold, with one of those subde 
inklings of pure genius that he sometimes displayed, 
makes use of the following significant words. 

The mediaeval story-teller is pillaging an antiquity of which 
he does not fully possess the secret ; he is like a peasant building 
his hut on the site of Halicarnassus or Ephesus; he builds, 
but what he builds of is full of materials of which he knows 
not the history, or knows by a glimmering tradition merely : 
stones “not of this building,” but of an older architecture, 
greater, cunninger, more majestical. 

Ha, master! was it, then, to this “older architecture,” 
to these stones “not of this building,” that you secredy 
responded all your life 5 Responded even while you were 
tormenting die Bishops of Winchester and Gloucester ? 
Responded even while you were e3q)laining that the word 
God only meant “shitung,” and that the word religion 
only meant “morality touched with emotion”? Re- 
sponded while you were listening to the “grating roar of 
pebbles” on Dover Beach, like Sophocles on hi? beach, 
and were “finding in that sound” what in your quaint 
pedagogic way you called “a thought,” but which really 
was a cry to yoTir lost love — 

for the world which seems 
So various, so beautiful, so new. 

Hath really neither joy, nor love, nor light, 

Nor certitude, nor peace, nor help for pain ; 

And we are here as on a darkling plain. 

Swept with eonfused alarms of struggle and flight. 
Where ignorant armies clash by night. 

Responded even while you were listKiing to that other cry, 
the cry of the “armies of the homeless and unfed” ? 
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And was this response to an architecture “cunninger 
and more majestical” nothii^ less than a response to that 
“house not made with hands” whose builder and ruler 
is Death? 

We have overheard in recent years various hints and 
rumours telling of an unconscious yearning within us — 
there is no need to give it a more technical name, but it 
is some kind of navel-string nostalgia — z yearning to 
revert to our pre-natal condition within the body of our 
mother. And if the maternal womb of us all, as the drift: 
of speculation seems to point, was nothing less than the 
shell-strewn windrow between sea and shore, may we not 
regard this worship of water and stone, this atavistic 
“religion” M«-touched by morality, as a longing for that 
untroubled bios-akinesis, that blessed existence without 
motion or thought, which was interrupted when we were 
bom? 

But agnostic stUl as to the fate of the soul at this critical 
juncture, our author s Empedocles fears that even after 
death the terrible thinking-power may be our bane : 

. . . thought and mind 
Will hurry us with them on their homeless march, 

Over the unallied unopcning earth. 

Over the unrecognising sea ; while air 
Will blow us fiercely back to sea and earth. 

And fire repel us from its living waves. 

And then we shall unwillingly return 
Back to this meadow of calamity. 

This uncongenial place, this human life ; 

And in our indtvidtm human state 
Go through the sad probation all again. 

To see if we will now at last be true 
To our own only true, deep-buried selves. 

Being one with which we are one with the whole world. 

Sometimes when one thinks of that mid-Victorian exa 
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and compares it with our own it seems like an epoch of 
giants ! Think of the men who were contemporaries of 
Matthew Arnold ! The roll of their tremendous names 
is overpowering; nor do I think, if it were a simple 
question of outstanding originahtj^, we should dare to 
rank him among the first of these Titans. Curiously 
enough, however, as Oscar Wilde so admirably hints, 
great critics of life and hterature are in reahty a good 
deal rarer than these vital geniuses. 

And consider how blind, how absurdly prejudiced, 
how ignorant and childish, these original ones are in 
regard to each other’s work ! 

The number of really great critics in the historic roll of 
English letters is indeed strikingly small compared with 
the crowd of eccentric creators; while I suppose — 
Matthew Arnold would certainly say so — it is the other 
way round across the Channel ! 

Holding a natural brief for his own detached onlooker’s 
point of view, which he quite properly praises as an 
Hellenic one, Matthew Arnold was tempted to deplore 
the absence from England of any concentrated body 
of intelHgent criticism parallel with what exists in 
Paris. 

Personally I hesitate to follow him here. Well-balanced 
criticism can of course be a help in keeping erratic geniuses 
to their proper predestined path, but when you con- 
sider the 'predestined path of our whole Anglo-Celtic 
imagination, its chaotic, meteoric, dark-star orbits, its 
terrific individualism, its heroic provincialism, it seems 
a question whether in the long run it doesn’t frre better 
and achieve more natural and autochthonous results by 
being spared the assistance of such highly-trained critical 
aid! , 

The present work is , a book upon books, and in such 
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a survey, to omit Matthew Arnold would be like dropping 
our best pilot when our small craft is in the middle of the 
reefs and shoals. Our present-day critics have either so 
violent a social parti pris, or they are themselves, in dieir 
charming gossiping manner, so extravagantly personal, 
that a true literary criticism, going, as his did, to the root 
of the matter, and using for his criterion not so much 
personal whims and caprices as a detailed com|)arison 
with “the best that has been tkought and said,” is no 
less rare and precious in our era of mass-movements 
than it was among the self-absorbed giants of his time. 
He is a light-weight, we must admit, compared with 
his master Goetbe, but hke Goethe — ^and of how many 
others can that be said > — the method he reiterates is 
the old Socratic one of pattent self-culture based upon 
the great works of the past but accompanied by a 
purgative and wholesome scepticism of all die dogmas 
of tbe past ! 

This method of self culture has the supreme advantage 
of detaching us from the catchwords of the^hour and of 
fixing our minds upon what is abiding ; and the grand 
example of his own application of it is his treatment of 
die Bible. 

He may have made mistakes in this biblical exegesis. 
He was dways a cardess amateur. But when one en- 
counters in so many quarters the same neglect — speak of 
pure cultural neglect, for indifference to dogma is another 
matter — of the Bible as of Homer or Rabelais, it does 
seem, considering what he called the instinct of self- 
preservation in the soul, it does seem as if we would be 
wise to accept his “method,” though his Empedodean 
“secret” may not be for us. 

But perhaps we say even this too quickly ! At any rate 
let the power we stiH call Nature, that great non-human 
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power he worshipped in preference to the Second Person 
of the Trinity, have the last word here . . . 

Race after race, man after man, 

Have thought that my secret was thein. 

Have dreamed that I lived but for them, 

That they were my glory and joy . . . 

They are dust^^ they are changed, they are gone ! 

I remain. , ' 
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T he most striking characteristic of Walt Whit- 
man’s poetry is surely its astotm<ling optimism. 

And the curious tHng is that it is an entirely 
heathen and profane optimism. Now we all 
know that pagan poets have very frequently, 
either from stoicism or from cynicism, been what you 
might call cheerful ; but one would hardly call any of 
them exuberantly optimistic. 

In England WiUiam Blake, I suppose, though he in- 
cluded Jesus in his mythological Pantheon, is our nearest 
approach to a triumphantly optimistic pagan poet. And 
it must be remarked that bom Whitman and Blake are 
extravagant mystics. In fret, one wonders sometimes if 
it is possible for any pagan poet to be rapturously happy 
in thi« world who is not a violent mystic. 

Browning, of course, was optimistic enough; bijt 
Browning’s optimism was based on his individual inter- 
pretation of orthodox Christianity, and though extremely 
personal it certainly cannot in any sense be styled pagan. 

But Whitman’s optimism is pagan throt^h and throi^h. 
No poet since the Christian era has been less influenced 
by Christianity. The anti-Christian quality in his work 
goes down to its deepest roots. This can be seen in its 
undeviating pluralism and polytheism. Where Christian 
poets rejoice in the spirit of God, or, if they have a pan- 
theistic bias, in the inspiration of some great Over-Soul 
or Amma Mundi, Whitman rejoices in the individual 
- sonls of the multiferious populations, human, subhuman, 
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and superhuman, that crowd with their diverse identities 
the whole fathomless ocean of Life and Being. 

hastead of calling on us to worship God, or to imitate 
Christ, he calls on us to “follow the Great Companions” ; 
an allusion, I take it, simply to the souls of all the dead, 
who are all exempt, as Pantagruel says, from the scissors 
of Atropos, but have by no means all been frmous heroes ! 
Where his originality shows itself as most staggering to 
the rational mind is in the vast scope of this mystical 
pluralism. 

The implication is that the secret of the System of 
Things is to be found altogether in the Many rather than 
the One. It is a Sovietization of the Absolute. His 
universe is, in fact, not a universe at all, but a multiverse ; 
the' sort of world for which William James, had so decided 
a predilection. A multivene, if one can speak in such 
terms, lends itself much better to the magical and the 
miraculous, and to all the vagaries of chance and accident 
and free will than a world made of one piece or a “block- 
universe,” as William James rather disparagingly called 
our ordinary scientific cosmos. 

It is, of course, this world-ofone-piece that lends itself 
so smoothly and satisfectorily to the rational determina- 
tions of both orthodox science and orthodox reli^on. 

Walt Whitman’s world, in fact, for all its gigantic 
realism and cosmogonic proportions, is hke a friry place 
in comparison widi the world of logical physics and 
metaphysics. Another strikuig thing about it is its 
triumphant response to the natural heart’s desire of the 
ordinary man. 

One of the reasons why the idea of death is so un- 
pleasant to most of us is that we are freed with a choice 
between the complete extinction of our personality 
according to scientific law, aiid a moralistic Judgment 
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Day according to religious law, both of which alternatives 
are extremely disconcerting to the human ego. 

We have no wish to lose our personality, and we have 
still less wish to pay a heavy price for our dalliance with 
the world, the flesh, and the devil. 

But Walt Whitman’s mystical feiry-world gives us all 
exactly what we want. It encourages us to assert our 
natural egoism while we live, and it assures us diat no 
amount of mortal sin will debar us from continuing to 
assert our natural egoism after we are dead. In a word, 
Walt Whitman’s, poetry is an exultant and prophetic 
affirmation of all that the normal heart of man would 
like to believe if it dared. 

And it is not only we mortal men who are to have the 
im m ortal satisfaction of our profligate hearts. Like 
St. Paul, Walt Whitman never allows himself to forget 
the “whole aeation groaning and travailing in pain 
together” ; and without having recourse to any religious 
or any moral redemption that would confine its bene- 
fiictions to the chosen few, this unexampled Hercules of 
Felicity opens the gates of what might be called a Fourth 
Dimaiaonal Paradise to every living creature in the 
teeming cosmos. Would it be a malicious question to 
ask how far this siup)rising soothsayer honestly and 
confidaitly felt in his secretest heart tnat the System of 
Things resdly was, as he declared, prepared to satisfy to the 
full the egoistic yearning of all the children of life i 

It is. a fascinating psychological problem anyway, 
whether malicious or not, to ponder on the relation 
between an optimistic poet’s oracular utterances and those 
lapses into ordinary human doubt and despondency which 
must often have put down the “pegs” that made such 
tremendous music. Only once or twice in Leaves of 
Grass does our author confess to such despondent moods. 
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But I fancy, when they did come, the collapse of these 
Gargantuan certainties must have been a lamentable land- 
slide. And indeed, when he does confess his doubts 
he certainly does so without beating about the bush. 
“Bloody flukes” are what rise to the surface then, as 
if from the spoutings of some cosmic Moby Dick, whose 
writhings, as the harpoon gores its side, “the multi- 
tudinous seas incarnadine, nuking the green one red.” 
In its terraqueous vastness and huge camaraderie, in all 
its grossness and piled-up compost, in all its measureless 
and mountainous rubble and slag. Whitman’s world 
resembles the world of Rabelais. 

But while Rabelais drew the rich unction of his Hfe- 
acceptance from a large, lazy, easy beUef in an indulgent 
and bountiful God, who is in all and through all and 
behind all. Whitman celebrates the innumerable host of 
all souls, human, subhuman, superhuman, who, Hke the 
Ideas of Plato, fill the multitudinous reservoirs of im- 
perishable Being. 

It seems to me, then, that Walt Whitman’s optimism is 
the life-blood of his poetry, and that the boldest and 
most heart-satisfying mystidsm ever projected by a poet’s 
will to believe is the life-blood of his optimism. 

There are things in Walt Whitman — ^I hastai to admit 
it — ^such as his style, for instance, and his peculiar and 
quite special renderings of certain aspects of nature, that 
make it possible for any materialist who loves poetry to 
enjoy him up to a certain point ; but all the same I cannot 
help feeling that if we nie all this mysticism of his and 
all this talk about “immortality” out of court, what is 
left for us in these redeeming features of rhythm and 
description will be a meagre feast. 

Let us therefore consider in patient Socratic manner 
what the impHcations really are that are blurred and 
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concealed under the sweeping assertions of our unseduced 
materialists. Whitman’s mysticism is such an excessively 
pleasant one, and so free from any need of exception^ 
virtue or exceptional intellect in its candidates for im- 
mortality, that after saturatii^ oneself in his poetry — as 
the present writer certainly may claim to have done, since 
he read nothing else for two obsessed years — it is a gloomy 
and a melancholy business to fall bade upon dhe ordinary 
sdentific world of matter and motion, a world of electric 
forces and mathematical symbols, where the personality 
of a living soul is no more dian the spurt of a match struck 
in the dark. 

As I have hinted, it is easier to give up the immortahty 
offered by the Church, an immortality dependent upon 
our avoiding fornication and humbling our pride, man 
it is to give up the immortality offered by Walt Whitman, 
which is to be shared by every living soul, good, bad, and 
mthfferent, in the whole animate and inanimate cosmos ; 
and I, for one, am not prepared to give up this “sure and 
certain hope” without putting a few pertinent questions 
to these confident doomsters. 

The first question I would like to ask is this. Is it not 
rather hastily concluded that it is easier to believe in a 
universe fiiendly to our heart’s desire than in a univene 
dedicated to satisfy no one, save him who prays for 
“eternal rest” ? Does not the truth rather lie in the fact 
that the sense-world is the world we naturally believe iti, 
whereas it requires, I will not say greater purity or greater 
intellect, but a greater scepticism about appearances, to 
shake off diis “once-bom’^ reaction to life ? It is at any 
rate surely true that any kind of sturdy materialism has 
the iinmense advantage of a direct and constant appeal 
to our five senses. But is this verdict of the senses a r^y 
sound and satisfectory one ? Does not a certain deep, calm, 
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rational instinct in us, what you might call a super- 
commonsense, fed always a little sceptical about it ? 

Nor do I think it requires any very subtle metaphysical 
introspection to isolate and clarify this basic scepticism. 
For it is not hard to see that our senses are anytmng but 
infeUible, anything but what you might call self-supporting. 

“All that exists in the mind,” affirmed the judidous 
Locke, “comes firom the senses.” ‘^Except the mind” 
retorted the incorrigible Pangloss. 

But it is, I admit, extremely hard to convey to a mind 
convinced that the visible world is all there is, the grotesque 
and ridiculous narrowing-down of the possibilities of Life 
and Being that this drastic way of going to work, this 
dogmatic limiting of things to the astronomical universe 
around us, really implies. For not only have we to instil 
into the mind of our champion of the sense-world a 
corrosive doubt as to the absoluteness of this obvious 
reaction ; we have also to implant in him the seed of an 
unkind doubt as to his assurance with regard to the “big” 
and the “little.” We have, in fact, to make him com- 
prehend the complete relativity and even negligibility of 
all “bigness” and “littleness,” and consequently of all 
material distance and nearness. 

An advocate of the view that the astronomical world 
is all there is is for ever reminding us how impressed, over- 
awed, staggered, crushed, and totally confounded he feels 
in the presence of the imihensity of the stellar universe. 

Now what we have to do is to bring down this por- 
tentous immensity ! We have to make clear to him that 
to a certain super-commonsense in us all — we need not 
appeal to any tricky metaphysic — this mere mormity is 
fir less overpowering than he supposes. I won’t say less 
imposing, for if we have any imagination at all, the 
enormity of space, as our senses assist us in imagining it, 
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r emains an awe-inspiruig vision even if we have the 
mental detachment necessary to round it as a relatively- 
enclosed mathematical circle, rather than to regard it as 
something which extends indefinitely straight ahead. 

But it is less overpowering, for the simple reason that 
there is a portion of our mind, not a mystical portion but 
a common-sense one, that feels quietly aware that this 
reduction of the boundless possibilities of Life and Beiag 
and Existence to our particular tiiree-dimensional astron- 
omic^ universe is an incredible and inconceivable limita- 
tion, a limitation not only unthinkable but grotesquely 
absurd. 

And yet it seems an easy and a natural thing for human 
minds that are temperamentally hypnotized by the senses 
to accept this astronomical universe we know so well, 
with its physical forces and electronic energies, and its 
flash-in-the-pan spurt of transitory life on a planet or two, 
as all there is ; and to regard all the layers, all the levels, 
all the regions, all the planes, all the dimensions, that can 
be found in the fathonJess abysses of Existence and in the 
infinite bosom of Being as mere mystical jugglery. 

The problem that confironts us if we are to dear our 
minds of the sort of prejudice that makes Walt Whitman’s 
mysticism ridiculous at the very start, is how to disturb, 
shake, trouble, expose, and bring down this dogmatic 
belief that a telescopic and super-telescopic Immensity, 
surrounding a planet full of doomed simpletons and 
crafty cut-throats, is actually all there is in the boundless 
reservoirs of Being. 

How can we track down this lamentable simulacrum of 
a world to its source in diese stalwart minds ? How can 
we throw a Htde sceptical %ht on aU this i How can we 
unsetdc the assurance of these people ? Consider firom a 
certain angle what it would really mean if our material 

44<S 



WALT WHITMAN 


world were all there is. Of course when I say “our 
material world,” I’m not unaware that modem physics 
has so thinned out the old-feshioned atomic mask of our 
evasive cosmos, that after disguising herself for a dance 
or two in electrical forces and invisible motions she has 
retired for ever from normal apprehension behind the 
black domino of mathematical symbols. 

But whether the mask of the world is dectric or 
dynamic or no more than an algebraic equation, she stiU 
remains the same old visible or telescopic-visible world, 
wearing the disguise that the Earth-Spirit in Faust calls 
“the Garment of the Deity.” 

And what I am anxious to do, in clearing away the 
heaviest prejudices from the path of Walt Whitman’s 
triumphant behef in “Immortdity for All,” is to convey 
to a few minds as illogical as my own what we are really 
in for, if this same astronomical world, made of a stuff 
formerly called matter but now reduced to a mathematical 
symbol, turns out to be, with a planetful of agitated and 
short-lived organisms, all that the whole in^te ocean 
of Life and Being and Existence contains. 

What I ana trying to suggest can, in fret, only be 
properly grasped i£ we get rid of our uncritical respect for 
mere physical height, mere physical depth, mere physical 
distance. As a help towards this salutary reduction of our 
childish awe in the presence of mere enormity, it is well 
to contemplate the recession inwards as well as the recession 
outwards of the mystery of matter. I mean it is a good 
fbing to set the microscopic relativities against the tele- 
scopic ones. 

Nor must we forget that modem mathematics, though 
not going as frr as the philosopher Kant, has taken some- 
thing of the serpent’s sting out of the terrifying iniquity 
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But let US assume for a moment that the astronomical 
world, as presented to us by modem science, is really all 
there is, and that all the layers, levels, planes, dimensions, 
that our common smse tdls us the unfothomable sea of 
Befog contafos have no existence, the conclusion is in- 
evitable, considering the statements of astronomers and 
biologists, that for imthinkable epochs of time, for what 
are practically infinite epochs, this astronomical universe 
was entirely composed of that dark, shifiy, ambiguous, 
mindless “stuff” that used to be called matter. This 
uninspiring world-stuff took for unthinkable aeons of time 
the shape of gaseous nebulae whirling about in an etheric 
void. 

Now consider what this actually means when once we 
have got rid of our reverential obsequiousness in the 
presmce of mere size and distance. It means that for 
epochs of time so incredibly vast that the minds among 
us who are awed by mathematical symbols axe crushed 
beneath them, there have been no thoughts, no intellig- 
ence, no souls, no life ; fo other words, no reaj existence 
at all ! 

There has been, fo foct, for these unthinkable im- 
mensities— if immensities are to be taken literally as well 
as mathematically — simply nothing; nothing but blind, 
dark, amorphous matter, nothing but the meaningless and 
purposeless gyrations of inorganic motioix. 

But you must remember t^t this whole viaon of what 
our astronomical universe was before mind appeared is 
aii aitirely mental vision. In foct it is an entirely mental 
imagination. For it is only through our senses, as co- 
ordinated and concentrated by our minds, that we possess 
any idea at all of these eternities of dark, blfod, unconscious, 
chemical-electrical forces, whirling about fo their etheric 
void. “Where wast tAo«,”.the Lord might most pOTtfo- 
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endy ask, in the sardonic vein of the Book of Job, “when 
the foundations of the world were set, and die pdlars of 
the universe were established ? ” 

We were nowhere ; and our human minds, upon which 
all our science depends, were nowhere, and even such 
sub-human, sub-animal, sub-vegetable saisibilities as many 
suppose exist in the rocks and stones and minerals of our 
life-bearing earth, were nowhere. Nothing was anywhere ; 
nothing but the bhnd, dark, meaningless whirlL^s and 
eddyings to and firo m a boundless void of vortices and 
maelstroms of unconscious electronic force. 

This whole materialistic — won’t say pessimistic, for 
the life that many creatures have to live makes annihilation 
an agreeable contrast — ^but this whole materialistic notion 
of there being nothing in existence except an astronomical 
universe that for billions and biUions and billions of years 
has “swimg its obscure body to and firo” in a state of 
blind, dark, unconscious electronic chemistry, is a pro- 
jection of pure human imagination. Not the maddest 
supentition of the most primitive Afiican tribe could 
surpass it as a cosmogonic fentasy. Its grand advantage 
is that it is so easy a speculation. Our senses, with the aid 
of our co-ordinating minds, provide us only too naturally 
with the idea of darkness, blindness, meaninglessness, and 
nothingness. 

We take the phenomenon of physical darkness, we take 
the phenommon of our own unconsdousness in sleep ; 
we remember what we felt when we saw certain scoriae 
wildernesses, certain devastating scenes of absolute loneli- 
ness ; we remember certain moments in our lives when 
we felt inert and helpless in the power of the cosmic 
chemistry, and with all this to help us we project into the 
abysm of time an’ ims^inative vision, a dead universe of 
matter, a vast dark blot of whirlii^ chemistry, a blade 
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infinitude of nonentity, and yet something, many of us 
feel in our secret hearts, that is a comforting object of 
thought after the troubles and tumults of our mortal life. 

But what I want tq say to these tough-minded adherents 
of the atoms and the void is this. When you take a 
philosophical view of distance and magnitude — those 
mathematical illusions so oitirely dependent on the mind 
— ^this astronomical universe, to whose poor pretensions 
all the teeming reservoirs and fethomless dimensions of 
Being have been reduced, looks, as the Psalmist tells us 
the vast isles of the ocean looked to the Lord, like a very 
little thing. In fact, it looks too small to be true; too small, 
too neghgible to be the sum-total of the fathomless 
potenti^ties of Being. 

What I would luce to convey to our unseducible 
champions of the visible world is that firom the calmest 
and quietest standpoint of common sense it is impossible 
that dbe reaHty of things should be as absurdly curtailed 
as this. 

I am not claiming that common sense demands that, 
as individuals, we should survive the death of our bodies, 
but I am claiming that to regard this visible and telescopic 
universe of thiimed-out matter and motion, this universe 
that has only, so to speak, come to life on one or two small 
planets after aeons upon aeons of durk, blind, unconscious, 
themical-electrical amorphousness, is a fer more fentastic 
and monstrous absurdity than the most primitive fairy- 
tale of creation. 

Champions of the astonishing theory that the astron- 
omical world that surrounds us is literauy all there is must 
be so hypnotized by the seose-illusion — soon reduced to 
its proper place by mathematics — of the big and the Htde, 
that because with the most powerful tdescopes they can’t 
reach the end of the star-galaxies or the end of space they 
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feel that their visible world is sufficiently staggering as it is, 
without adding to it any other dimensions or any other 
possibihties from the mystery of Being. 

By a crude reduction of the inescapable mental aspect 
of all things to the brain-functioning of a billion or sp 
of apelike organisms, they simplify the situation to a point 
that makes the whole business unthinkable. For ever 
talking of the “immensity” of space and the “immensity” 
of the star-galaxies, they trick diemselves into the notion 
that there is something “immense” about the huge dead- 
ness of a great mass of electronic force, existing with no 
mind to see it, no consciousness to know that it is there, 
through unthinkable aeons of time ; till at last after a few 
lucky shuffles — ^miracle of miracles! — in dais dark all- 
there-was, there arises on some swampy sea-coast of Earth, 
and possibly on some crater’s edge in Mars, a semi- 
conscious amoebic hfe-cell, out of whose heroic progeny 
all flesh can evolve. 

With this amoeba, or whatever the first hfe-cell may 
have been, appears for the first time the only reaHty that 
to us is thinkable, that to us is more than pure imagination ; 
for before this dim and gropmg semi-consciousness came 
on the scene. there was no mind to use the senses and no 
senses to be used by the mmd. There was, iii ftct, nothing 
at all; for if mind and consciousness only began -with 
certain particular naaterial organisms, aU these trilHons 
upon tnlhons of years are a black void. Without a mind 
to note them, those whirling electrons, those motions, 
those energies, those forces, those nebular gasses; those 
dark stars, were simply nothing; nothing until certain 
scientific anthropoids of these latter years set themselves 
to imagme their blind existence. 

Let us project whatever soul we have got, reader, to the 
utmost star of the Milky Way, and then as far on again, 
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and t he n as far on again, and than as & on again, and what 
sViall we find i We shall eidier find ourselves returning 
full circle to the exact spot on this little orb firom which 
we started, or we shall find ourselves lost altogether in a 
yoyage through infinity. Perhaps at some point during 
this appalling journey our soul will wisely say to itself, 
“But mis whole thing is a mental trick, a mathematical 
illusion, and this empty Space through which I am journey- 
ing must be somethirig I am carrying with me, just as the 
last star-galaxy I passed would be nothing if I had not 
been there to see it,” and back our mind mil come of its 
own vohtion, not so much diray witb the distance it has 
gone, as convinced that there must be some mathematical 
treachery in regard to this infinite space. 

Our modem physidsts who deal with the astronomical 
universe and with its mysterious substance-no-substance, can 
easily, for all their obscure mathematical symbols, be 
seduced by religious spedal-pleaders into a vague Deism ; 
but they can be also, thovgh perhaps a little less easily, 
because of the devilish coup de grace their mathematics 
have bestowed on the solidity of matter, be given a jerk 
in the direction of deterministic athdsm. 

But it seems to me that firom a really philosophical 
point of view, whan both the religiom spedt^ts and the 
sdentific specialists are put aside, we are confironted, as 
of old, and without any change having been worked in the 
&nuliar spectade, on one hand by the same mysterious 
saise-world of the telescope and the microscope with its 
well-known hopeless limitations, and on the other hand 
by the inescapable knowledge of our deqjest, calmest, and 
most rationd intdlect, that this sense-world with its 
bewildering antinomies of space and time, is not. all 
thereis. 

The present situation in regard to human thought about 
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the questions that matter most to us all— that is to say, 
whemer tliere is any kind of life after death, whether 
there are any other dimensions of Being beside the 
astronomical world, whether to be good is important 
or unimportant, whether righteousness is inherent in ihe 
System of Things or is a mere invention of man — ^is a 
very curious one. 

So specialized has all knowledge become diat there are 
no longer any great thinkers in the sense in which 
Heraclitus and Socrates and Spinoza and Goethe were 
great thinkers. 

And yet these narrow specialists, or the better known 
among mem, utter resounding and portentous words upon 
philosophical matters with the portion of their brains that 
is no more enlightened — ^and we are lucky if it is not less 
enhghtened — ^than the most ordinary man’s brains. And 
the champions of the orthodox religions, as these die 
slowly, like bright pitiful gasping fish at the bottom of a 
fishing-smack, naturally take a despairing advantage of 
this dearth of real philosophers, and quote with joy the 
'casual announcements of specialists who are no more 
philosophic than they are themselves. 

And in this way it has come about that all manner of 
slap-dash pseudo-philosophic ideas have become popular 
whose only value is to be straws on the currant of time, 
indicatmg the direction of its drift. 

One of these mental straws is the idea that the old 
palpable matter of atoms or electrons has become a series 
of impalpable ma thematical symbols reaching our mind 
from a completely unknowable reality. 

Much has been made by orthodox apologists of this 
refining away of matter; but the positive human gain to 
us, as living souls, of this conversion of palpable forces 
into mathematical symbols is nil. 
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No conceivable thinning-out, even into the subtlest 
mathematical symbols, can- ever transform matter into 
mind, or turn the object of thought into the power of 
thought. The objective universe, after all these chemical, 
electrical, and finally mathematical reductions, remains to 
our human senses the same visible universe and to our 
human soul the same invisible mystery ; and it seems to 
me that Walt Whitman’s anthropomorphic mysticism is 
just as likely to represent— if representation is ^ we can 
expect — the unknowable reality behind the System of 
Things, as the most attenuated set of electric objective 
forces or mathematical symbols. Attenuate the objective 
universe as subtly as you please, the receiving instrument is 
still the mind, and through it all the mind is covertly 
presupposed. 

But because modem sci^ce can do nothing but strip 
the objective world of its apparent tangibility and static 
pressure, there seems no reason why we should all become 
orthodox believers. Why shouldn’t we select a quite 
different alternative and boldly become mystics in the 
manner of Walt Whitman ? We shall at least, on such 
lines, come mudi nearer to realizing in our faith — since ■“ 
some kind of faith seems inevitable — the natural longir^ 
of our heart’s deske. 

It would be an interesting referendum ad orhem if it were 
possible to take a caisus of all the “yeas” and “nays” of 
the whole human race on the subject of our personal 
survival of death. With most unorthodox persons it is 
usually, I fancy, as with myself, a case of “fifty-fifiy” ; 
varied, I suspect, in gloomy moods, to a much lower 
percentage in 6.vour of survival. 

But to whichever side this in utrumque paratus tilts, it 
seems to me that the most promising assumption we can 
make if wfe want to do justice to the mystical optimism of 
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Walt Whitman is the assumption that our minds are by no 
means so circumscribed by the position in space and rinift 
of our physical bodies, as to lose their underlying contact 
with dimensions of existence outside the matliptn af-iral 
circle of the sense-world. 

And I think this assumption finds a re4 justification, 
quite apart firom moments of special emotional illumina- 
tion, in a feeling that I am sure a great many people 
habitually experience, namely that the margins of our minds 
are wider and more comprehensive than the margins of 
matter. All that I have been fumbling to express in dus 
cltimsy and unmetaphysical way could be summed up 
thus. Without mind of some sort — ^though not necessarily 
without the particular multifarious human minds that 
people our earth — this visible world of the senses would 
simply cease to exist; for to be there, and to have no 
consciousness, not even the rudimentary one of an amoeba, 
would be identical with not being there at all. It would 
leave the universe a complete blame. 

Now since the adherents of the astronomical world as 
ill there is are constantly referring to immensities of time 
— these sacred “inunensities” with which they would 
overawe a mind that can travel through eternity a bUlion 
times l&ster than the fastest light-wave — ^when nothing 
but bHnd forces and the possibility of blind niathematical 
symbols existed, we are forced to assume that for un- 
thinkable periods of time there was simply nothing 
anywhere. 

Now it presents itself to my mind as a preposterous 
idea to think that for an eternity of time there was simply 
nothing, then a brief fliash-in-the-pan of life and the mind, 
then the fanuliar nothingness again, with the poor univene, 
“which is our all,” settling humbly down to its normal 
patient extinction. In other words, both life and mind 
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are, according to the view I am criticizing, accidental 
and not very welcome intruders in an empty void. 

Nor does it help matters to call this void by the soothing 
word “sleep,” for a sleep implies a sleeper, and here there 
is nothing but the possibility of mathematical symbols 
without a mathematician, nothing but prodigious im- 
mensities that it would be equally correct to cSl “little- 
nesses”; for, little or big, they are as though they 
were not. 

I have tried to put this matter into plain and simple 
words, because I tmnk that many people are liable, when 
they conjure up these images of matter triumphant, to 
imagine themselves there, hiddm, like Satan in Milton s 
Chaos, behind some gaseous cloud, and observing their 
un-ideal truth with a grim sardonic eye of disillusioned 
satisfaction. But they are not there. Nobody was, is, 
or ever will be there. 

And it seems common sense to consider that a state of 
things that no one has seen or ever can see, a state of thii^ 
that cannot see itself, and yet a state of things — save for 
the spurt of a match in the dark when a planet or two 
becomes pregnant — ^that is the natural condition of the 
only universe that exists, has only to be realized to be 
found txjtahy absurd. 

Surely such a limited universe is a grotesque and pre- 
posterous substitute for the teeming Reservoirs, Levek, 
Regions, and Dimensions of Life, which not only the 
mysticism of Walt Whitman but the natural, normal, 
inevitable mysticism of ordinary humanity, the mysticism 
that spring from the calmest and clearest portion of the 
human mind, feels assured must be discovermle, somehow 
or other, in the bosom of the All. 

Our human mind is naturally so mert, so lazy, so 
swamped in. its immediate sense-impressions that the 
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movements it makes to envisage its cosmic situation tend 
to be hypnotized by whatever scraps and straws of 
scientific hypothesis are floating about at the moment. 
These obscure and technical theories our minfl adopts 
loosely and v^uely, almost always emphasizing their 
negative implication. 

Thus when sdaice breathed the magic words, “atoms,” 
“molecules,” “evolution,” “natural selection,” we said 
to ourselves : “That’s the end of the Book of Genesis !” 
Then when we picked up the thaumaturgical e3q)ressi6n 
“electrons,” we said : “That’s the end of soMd matter I” 

And now that electrons have melted into God knows 
what, into something that only the most recondite mathe- 
matical symbols can name or weigh; we say in our hearts : 
“Reality is unknowable; everything is relative; let us 
become Roman CathoHcs or at least Anglican CathoUcs, 
for science has discovered that there’s no reason, after 
all, why there should not be a Divine Power.” 

But without hurrying off in a panic to consider our 
end and learn theology, let us rouse up our lazy minds 
till they do at least envisage clearly the sort of cosmos 
firom which Walt Whitman’s mysticism rescues us, and 
rescues us without having to give up our lascivious ways 
or humble our proud intelligence before the Great White 
Throne. 

And we must not forget that even Walt Whitman had 
his doubts to the very last. And in describing these 
doubts, he s umm ed up as well as anybody the triumphant 
march of matter, and the maggots and rats that end us, and 
the bloody flukes, and the “alarums” of our betrayal. 

Do not be angry with me, reader, if I put this case for 
the devil once more in a cantankerous nutshdl. For an 
unthinkable eternity there was nothing. Then, for a few 
millinus of years, there was rudimentary consdousness, 
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on at least one “thick rotundity” of cooled-off lava; 
readbdng its height of mental awareness in a few more 
millions of years, and, after that, nothing again, and this 
time nothing, as far as we know, for ever and ever. 

Chance, and pure Chance and nothing but Chance, 
according to this theory, brought consciousness into exist- 
ence, and with consciousness everything, but in character- 
istic preference for the worst, what must our realists do, 
now that consciousness has appeared, but proceed to strip 
chance of its dominant r61e, lest, I suppose, in a Walt 
Whitman mood it might suddenly give us Free Will and 
Immortality, and usher to the front a new master of our 
ftite, namely rigid Determinism. Thus does the Will to 
Die, or the Will to the Worst, or the Will to have No 
Illusion, use the two opposite hunting-dogs. Chance and 
Destiny, to catch the sold which ever way it runs ! 

Among Walt Whitman’s illusions one of the most 
inspiring to himself was the idea thiat he could not only 
face everything, but write of everything ; and, indeed, I 
think with the exception of Rabelais no human author 
has come as near to realizing both these impossible ideals. 

But of course, with all his magnificent battle-cries, he 
does not face everything ; and with all his pded-up cata- 
logues he does not write of everything. For even our 
present world — this poor astronomical dimmsion of space 
and tim^ whose limitations we have been emphasizing 
—contains abysses of mmtal and physical horror that are 
as beyond Walt Whitman’s fiithoming as the depths of 
the Adantic Ocean are beyond the ftthoming of a newt 
in Withybed Pond. 

But Walt Whitman’s optimism has a physical as well as 
a mystical basis, and it is curious to notice how his bodily 
selficonsciousness causes a particular kind of nervous 
irritation in certain types of people, an irritation that must 
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be extremely comprehensive, for such persons feel dis- 
gusted with him when he talks of the smell of his armpits, 
and equally disgusted with him when with a carefiilly- 
washed shirt open at his tanned neck, and his loose, free, 
easy, athletic limbs clothed in spotless workman’s trousers, 
he appears before us with an almost sailor-like nonchal- 
ance, but obviously with an intense narcissistic enjoyment 
of his healthy body in its clean linen. 

But this is all part of his deepest life-iUusion ; and 
whether he annoys us by his dandified elementalism or 
shocks us by talking of the hairs on his chest, I cannot 
see how we can avoid the recognition that he is one of 
the greatest poets in our language. Like Homer, like 
Dante, like Keats, like Wordsworth, he has a secret to 
communicate which is as much more than a “message” 
as the blood in a man’s veins is more than a mole in his 
cheek. 

And as in the case of Rabelais, this secret is diffused 
through every word and every cadence of his style, so 
that even if he had never actually stated it we should 
know perfectly well what it was. 

And what is it ? What is the grand secret of Walt 
Whitman? I think it is to be found in the emotional 
extension of our personal ego till it enters the inner 
identity — ^aU those other personal egos — of each object 
that surrounds it. And what separates him in this respect 
firom all other poets is, that these external objects, through 
whose inner identity his ravishing spirit flows, are just 
sii^ly all the objects, accidentally selected and without 
aify aesthetic discrimination, that happen to be around 
him when the spirit takes him by die beard and says, 
“Prophesy unto us, Walt Whitman ! ” 

Thus the beauty and magic of this secret is that we learn 
by degrees firom it how to enjoy the most secure and 
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impregnable happiness there is, independent of our human 
afiections; the only happiness which neither the jade 
Fortune, nor any other Queen Whims or Fata Morgana 
can take away or destroy. 

It is a happiness of a peculiar kind, a kind which all 
men know at moments but few cultivate, and wherein 
our prosperity depends in almost equal measure upon a 
certain premeditated sensitiveness and a certain pre- 
meditated insensitivaiess. 

To take the latter point first, there is required in this 
business a particular toughening and hardening of certain 
nerves, so that die endless occasions for sick disgust and 
weary distaste that we encounter can be warded off by 
our natural animal resilience. And then with regard to 
the sort of sensitiveness needed, what we have to do, if 
we are to catch the secret of this “mystic trumpeter,” is 
to cultivate a response to things that are not in the ordinary 
sense either beautiful or even particularly appealing. 

Every great. poet reveals some aspect of die inanimate 
world which save for his insight we might have missed, 
or caught only in unconscious snatches. And the aspect 
of the inanimate revealed to us by W'alt Whitman is of 
all others the least attractive to soises that only respond to 
die sunny, the cheerful, the ingratiating. It is, in feet, an 
aspect of things (hat strikes many of us as we go through 
the world as bleak and forlorn, devoid of bloom and 
fragrance, all, in feet, that is left over whai what most 
begtriles, endears, and seduces has been washed away, as 
if by a salt tide. 

It is the litter and the debris omitted by Homer. It is 
the slag and the officouring, the rubbish and the d«ola- 
tions, that Wordsworth put aside to enjoy the clear-cut 
shadow of a flower- upon a stone, or the reflection of a 
naked moon in a mountain-tam. It resembles the sort of 
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thing that would be found in the path of one of Dostoiev- 
sky’s lacerated spirits, as on the outskirts of a town he 
leaves his mud-planks for a muddier tow-path. 

But the lover of Walt Whitman sees these things with 
an exultant eye, and with a heart that responds to this ooze 
and mud and murk, as if there were an immortal soul in 
such desolations. 

And we learn from him how to let our human ego 
flow forth like a disembodied vapour through the heaps 
of grey stones and the dusty weeds, through the dis- 
ordered scatterings of wayside rubble, through the rain- 
soaked palings and the broken shards, through the tidal 
drift and the flotsam ; in fact, through all those back- 
waters of matter that he loves to call the “measureless 
float.” He can isolate when he wants to — ^who better ? — 
the lilac in the door-yard, the lonely bird in the sea-swamp, 
the solitary star above the horizon ; but what he prefers 
to concoxtrate upon are the things neglected by other 
poets, the things that have hitherto seemed in their 
essential nature to be the extreme opposite of the poetic. 
And he loves to see these casuals and castaways and 
transiaits of the workshop of life thrown accidentally 
together in large, loose, vague heaps and neutral accumula- 
tions ; for not a bank of them, not a murky pool of them, 
but sinks down and away, into other dimensions of mystic 

bring Melange, my own, the seen and the unseen, 
Mysterious ocean, where the streams empty ! 

He doesn’t botanize or geologize; he doesn’t paint 
driicate symbols in artful gradation, or etch vignettes and 
silhouettes against appropriate backgrounds. 

Over the “growths by the margins of pond-waters, in 
all their chance-flung anonymity, he lets his spirit hover. 
Over the brown manure-heaps of ramshackle ftrmyards 
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he lets it loaf. Over the windrow of sea-debris between 
shore and ocean, that trail of “little corpses,” that no-man’s 
land of broken shells and sea-gluten and drift-wood, he 
sends his soul, till the miracle of his own identity, “floating 
the measureless float,” sinks into the mystery of the 
sea-scum and the sea-wrack, the submergings and the 
dissolvings, the derelicts and the tangle, all with some- 
thing immortal in them ready to debouch into another 
dimension. 

And as he lets his soul brood over the melancholy salt 
ooze and bitter salt mud, as he lets it embrace the trailing 
smoke from die factory chimneys and the mounds of 
ghastly slag and the broken and blackened sheds, and the 
interminable monotonies of begrimed shanties and the 
iron spikes of the factory palisades, and the spoutings of 
the blast-furnaces, and the filthy pools and the fire-bitten 
cinder-paths to the pit-heads, he hears die “ho-honk” 
of the wild geese of eternity. 

And all this comes to us as we read these tumultuous 
pages not merely in oracles and soothsayings, though there 
are plenty of such, but in the strange originality of the 
words he uses, often of the words he coins, and always of 
the rising and falling of the musical Hit that carries them. 

When his inspiration is full upon him no poet surpasses 
him in the staggering appropriateness, the in tima te, fluid, 
miraculously-identi^ng appropriateness of the words 
that come into his head. 

Wordsworth selects noble and simple words that isolate' 
the elements he -writes of with heroic austerity, and make 
his clouds and waters and suns and moons and all the 
motions and aspects of his dawns and twihghts take on an 
inevitable and awe-inspiring grandeur; but Whitman, 
with a reckless American audadty and shameless reaHsm, 
is not content with this. He seizes upon these dig;nified, 
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simple traditional words and melts them into flowing 
vapoiu: and splashing spray ; he pounds them into scoriae 
dust, he freezes them into arctic ice, he gouges them into 
burning craters, he makes them sob and surge and gibber 
and groan and whistle and whimper. His pluralistic 
mysticism, with its vistas and avenues of progression, its 
rebirths and transfers and promotions, gives a soul to every 
living identity; a soul to abortions, a soul to raving 
• maniacs, a soul to embryos, a soul to all the quintilHons 
of vanished corpses since the world began. 

Everything that hath breath, everything that hath 
being, purging the unspeakable “compost” — it is hds own 
word — of the cast-off scurf of mortahty, he sees it rushing 
forward, along with hosts upon hosts of indestructible 
spirits, into an exultant redemption. 

And the peculiar and unique words he uses, while they 
convey the tang and taste and smell and heave and sob 
of the thing’s bodily reality, are melting words, decom- 
posing words, dissolving and metamorphosing words, 
undulating and fluctuating words, such as suggest in their 
very tone and cadence the birth-pangs of corruption 
putting on incorruption, of mort^ty putting on im- 
mortality. 

Absolutely pagan as he is in his exultant and shameless 
acceptance of the lusts of the flesh, absolutely anarchistic 
as he is in his attitude to the authority of the State or the 
dignity of Omnipotence, no one has ever worshipped 
more passionately what Emily Bronte so boldly describes 
as the God within our own breast. This is where his 
mysticism has both its triumphant root and its beatific 
consummation ; and it is on the strength of this that he 
makes his indiscriminate bow to all the gods and saviours 
of the world, not forgettir^, as in that queer poem The 
Square Deijic, to celebrate the Holy Ghost in Taoistic 
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feshion as “Santa Spirita,” and Satan, in the style of 
William Blake, as die heroic, cosmic Prometheus. 

And it is in the strength of this god within his own 
breast that his defiant and heathen Quakerism mounts up 
by degrees to that sublime mood — ^let the fiivolous 
blaspheme as they please! — ^wherein he becomes more 
than the bearded d^lii^ of Manhattan, more than the 
elemental child of fish-shaped Paumanok, more than the 
representative of America and the Average Man; in 
which, in faa, he becomes — ^and only a great spirit 
would have the gall to assume such a r61e — ^something 
uncommonly like a mythological Being himself! 

And why not? He has already announced to each of 
us, even though we are the viciousest and miserablest 
wretches on earth, that there is no position, not even the 
position of being a god, that is closed to out trans- 
naigratory progress ! 

The tone he adopts in these proclamations is a super- 
human one. It sounds as if “But having thus 

‘sovietized’ the Absolute, and substituted the Many for 
the One as the ultimate reality, why shouldn’t he, in 
his r6le of Adantean medidne-man to the wide West, 
feel himself into this superhuman 'mask of planetary 
‘guru’ 

There are two kinds of symbohc figures, as we say, 
among htiman vmters. The inferior kind are symbolic in 
a gaudy, spectacular, worldly sense, like ^eckford or 
Byron or Oscar WUde, while the superior kind, like Blake 
and Nietzsche and Whitman himself, have the power of 
actually feeling themselves to be great occult Apparitions 
in the lustory of ouf race. 

And perhaps they are what diey claim ! Walt Whitman 
goes beyond even Nietzsdie in the extravagance of his 
self-assertion ; but since he remains a good anarchist and 
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claims almost as much, for everybody alive, it is impossible 
to take it as mere megalomaniacal boasting. 

This the meal equally set, this the meat for natural hunger, 

It is for the vncked just- the same as the righteous, I make appoint- 
ment with all . . . 

• •••••* • 

I am he that walks with the tender and growing night, 

I call to the earth and sea half-held by the night. 

• « *•••»• 

Smile, O voluptuous cool-breath’d earth ! 

Earth of the slumbering and liquid trees ! 

Earth of departed sunset, earth of the mountains misty-topt ! 
Earth of the vitreous pour of the full moon just tinged with blue ! 

Far-sweeping elbow’d earth, rich apple-blossom’d earth ! 

Smile, for your lover comes — 

You sea ! I resign myself to you also — 

Sea of stretch’d grouni-swells. 

Sea breathing broad and convulsive breaths, . 

Sea of the brine of life and of unshovell’d yet always ready 
graves, 

Hovder and scooper of storms, capricious and dainty sea, 

I am integral with you, I too am of one phase and of all phases. 

Unscrew the locks from the doors ! 

Unscrew the doors themselves from their jambs ! 

Whoever degrades another degrades me 

And whatever is done or said returns at last to me. 

Through me the aflSatus surging and surging, through me the 
current and index. 

I speak the pass-word primeval, I give the sign of democracy. 
By God! I will accept nothing which all cannot have their 
counterpart of on the same terms. 
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Through me many long dumb voices, 

Voices of the interminable generations of prisoners and slaves. 


Of the deformed, trivial, flat, foolish. 

Fog in the air, beetles rolling balls of dung. 

Through me forbidden voices, 

Voices of sexes and lusts, voices veiled and I remove the veil, 
Voices indecent by me clarified and transfigured. 


And as to you Life, I reckon you are the leavings of many 
deaths, 

(No doubt I have died myself ten thousand times before.) 

I hear you whispering there O stars of heaven, 

O suns — O grass of graves — O perpetual transfers and promo- 
tions, 

If you do not say anything how can I say anything ? 

Of the mrbid pool that lies in the autumn forest, 

Of the moon that descends the steeps of the soughing twilight, 

Toss, sparkles of day and dusk — on the black stems that decay in 
the muck, 

Toss to the moaning gibberish of the dry limbs. 


The last scud of day holds badk for me, 

It flings my likeness after the rest and true as any on shadowed 
wilds, 

It coaxes me to the vapor and the dusk. 

I dq>art as ak, I shake my white locks at the runaway sun, 

I efmse my flesh in eddies, and drift it in lacy jags. 

It is curious that there should* be anything in common 
between two such very dififerent contemporaries as 
Matthew Arnold and Walt Whitiiian ; but I cannot help 
feeling that both these poets are philosophers in the 
ancient Greek sense, in the sense in which Empedocles or 
Heraclitus were philosophers rather than Plato or Aristotle. 
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And it is interestitig to note too, for all their extreme 
differences, that Matmew Arnold, hke Walt Whitman, 
can convey a magical impression of reality by the use of 
a certain easy, careless, unmdodious juxtaposition of 
prosaic details. A casual aside like this, for instance, 
reminds one of certain digressions in the Scholar Gipsy : 

Now by the post-and-rail fences, where the old stones thrown 
there, pick’d up fi:om the fields, have accumulated. 
Wild-flowers and vines and weeds come up through the stones 
and partly cover them. 

But it should be noted, too, dhat Walt Whitman’s oracular 
proclamations of hope for every possible identity, his 
proud anarchistic attitude to all authority, his feeling of 
himself as a triumphant medium for the unseen forces 
through which all the broken, baffled, finistrated abortive 
souls in the world pass on to higher dimensions, is intim- 
ately linked with, what might be called his supersexual 
amorousness. Shrewdly reticent as he always was as to 
particular love-affairs, whether of a normal or abnormal 
character, he lets himself go to the limit in the expression 
of a free and flowing sexuaHty in genial, a sexuahty both 
passionately physical and spiritually vulnerable, and which 
is confined to neither man nor woman, though its po^- 
ancy culminates perhaps in regard to his male companions. 

The curious thing is that though he always caebrates 
his sexual excitements in the abstract, and, as one might 
say, anonymously, he uses the most physiological, and 
from the view-point of even our modem censors of such 
things, the most shamelessly realistic imagery. No poet 
has ever been at once so reserved and so portentously 
unabashed in these erotic ejaculations. 

What elements of ordinary romance appear are cer- 
tainly of a homosexual character, but with a shrewd 
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prophetic instinct he has made it impossible to particularize 
even this ; and his magical way of gathering together in 
one wild sobbing refrain all the tragi-exultant passion, 
all the desperate, surging, pent-up longing that the whole 
planetary ocean of sex, as it heaves and pulses and chums 
and foams and breaks, lets loose in its ecstasy, sweeps all 
the traditional psychological differences between normal 
and abnormal into a cosmic level where they seem 
negligible, unimportant, transfigured. 

And after love, after this super-sexual ecstasy, in which 
the surge and the sob and the world-obliterating embrace 
open, shall we say, the final seventy-sevaith heaven to 
the lowest of the low and the weakest of the weak, it is 
death that stirs him the most. 

No one has felt for death what Walt Whitman felt. 
The power to feel so must have come to him because of 
all the deaths he had watched and soothed when he was in 
those field-hospitals in the war. Death has upon him an 
effect that resembles the effect of love. It seems the 
fulfiUer of all that is unfulfilled in love, it seems the 
answer to all that is dumb in love, it seems the grand 
d&iouement of love and the rounding-off of love’s broken 
circle. 

And now we can see why, if we are to do justice- to 
Walt Whitman, it is necessary to shake off die sterile 
mystery-drained doctrine that our telescopic, microscopic, 
astronomic universe is all there is. And with this limited 
conception of the cosmos. Whitman’s “serenely arriving” 
death slot^lw pff from us the fret and gnaw of the world 
and the conteinptible ambitioiK of the world. This divine 
life-enfolder, this transforming and trans:^uring mother 
of life, is the very touch of the dimaision we see not, the 
very embrace of the secret we cry for. The world iates 
death. But love does not hate death. Love has something 
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of death in it. Love and death together are stronger than 
all the meanness and silliness of the world. The world 
can vulgarize life and is always doing so, but death and 
love, when they are in league with each other, fling off 
its grasp as the impalpable night-air flings off an evil 
smoke, escape its venom as the voyaging wind purges 
itself of a graveyard smell. 

Walt Whitman’s grand “triad” — ^perhaps it was his 
Welsh blood that taught him the art of such uttermost 
fusions — ^is always the same; “love, death, the soul”; 
“deadi, the soul, love ” ; “the soul, love, death.” 

These three Incomprehensibles He, according to him, 
at the bottom of life, and each of the three has something 
of Beyond-Life in it ; each of the three can hold life in 
its hand as ,a very Httde thing . 

Death is without emergoicies here, but life is perpetual emerg- 
eudes here, 

Are your body, days, maimers, superb i after death you shall be 
superb, 

Justice, health, sdfesteem, dear the way with irresistible power ; 

How dare you place anything before a man j 
Fall behind me States ! 

A man before all — ^myself, typical, before all. 

Give me the pay I have served for ; 

♦ •*••••• 

I have loved the earth, sun, animals, I have despised tidies, 

I have given alms to every one that asked, stood up for the 
stupid and crazy . . . 

Claimed nothing for myself which I have not carefully 
claimed for others on the same terms. 

Has it occurred to any reader of this essay to note what 
a triumphant contempt for psychology and pathology 
Walt Whitman’s poetry indicates ? 

How wise he was to cover his own psychological and 
pathological tracks so well, that to diis day no one really 
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knows what the actual sex-peculiarities were of this 
sublime super-sexualist ! 

He is a reversion to Homer and the Old Testament in 
this; and I think his primordial, physiognomic, un- 
analytical carnality — ^the healthy body quite as mysterious 
as the twisted mind or the damned nerves — ^would have 
pleased Goethe. It would certainly have pleased Rabelais. 

If he is anything in politics he is an anarchist ; and it is 
hard not to wonder whether any young Syndicalist of 
Barcelona to-day, fighting for a free Spain, recalls these 
words, entitled, “Spain, 1873-74” ; 

Out of the murk of heaviest clouds, 

Out ' of the feudal wrecks and heaped-up skeletons of kings. 

Ruined cathedrals, crumble of palaces, tombs of priests, 

Lo, Freedom’s features fresh undimmed look forth — ^the same 
immortal free looks forth. 

Thou waitest there as everywhere thy time. 

Some have objected to his extraordinary use of foreign 
words, mosdy French, and indeed one does begin to 
wonder sometimes among what circles in the Philadelphia 
of the ’seventies and ’eighties these singular expressions 
circulated. Or did he pick them up from the woman he 
loved in New Orleans ? 

But personally, I feel as if this curious frwichified lingo 
has a lively charm and a secret power aU its own, initiating 
us into some occult confraternity of libertarian free spirits, 
“dtoyais of the world” who use French very much as 
ecdesiasti.es use their Latin or thieves their argot, to indicate 
4 certain sly solidarity, a certain emandpated roguery that 
treats with a mocking and sentimental cynidsm both the 
pious gravities of virtue and the tender prejudices of 
Belles Lettres. 
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It is namral enough that his pathetic boast that his 
poetry “went well with simple uneducated persons” 
should be the exact opposite of the truth. What it were 
best to assume he meant was that he himself went well 
with such people ; which undoubtedly was the case. 

Of course there have been plenty of tiresome individuals 
of both sexes who have used his unexcluding embrace, 
I speak metaphorically, as an encouragement to an irritat- 
ing expansiveness far more unpleasant than the most 
archaic conventionahty ; but the honest truth is that his 
most passionate and devoted lovers are self-centred 
intellectuals, while the sort of young men who were his 
principal inspiration, if they read poetry at all, read a 
very different kirid from his. 

But all that is as it should be. It is more than doubtful 
if Wordsworth’s Leech-gatherer could have enjoyed the 
poem written in his praise. That heroic old wayfarer got 
his leeches and his chimney-corner, while we, through the 
mediumship of Wordsworth, have our nerves fortified 
and our imagination quickened by the poem to which 
they both contributed. And if it seems ironical that he 
who felt himself to be, and who actually was, the medium 
through whom the self-reliant, kindly, profane, cynical- 
sentimental, average “Americano” took his place among 
our national types, should become the favourite of a 
nervous and sophistic:ated intelligentsia, rather than of those 
whose “free and flowing” aplomb was his inspiration, 
we must remember that just as it is always the dumbness, 
the inarticulateness, the withdrawnness of Nature’s secrets 
that rouses to reciprocity the mediximship of genius, so 
the deeper significance of the average man is revealed 
rather to the prophet than to himself. 

What undoubtedly is hardest for the normal human 
conscience to swallow in Walt Whitman’s soothsaying, 

471 



THE PLEASURES OF LITERATURE 

and I confess hardest for my own, is his telluric celebration 
of the evil along with the good. 

I am not the poet of goodness only, I do not decline to be the 
poet of wickedness also. 

What blurt is this about virtue and about vice ? 

Evil propels me and reform of evil propels me, I stand indifferent, 

I moisten the roots of all that has grown. 

Now of course it is possible to take this sentence in a 
large, easy, careless way, and not try to press the logic of 
it too far ; and one must remember that in any country 
where the puritan conscience — a thoroughly diseased 
conscience — ^has been long rampant, a good deal of 
“wickedness” is virtue, and plenty of “virtue” is evil 
in the deepest sense. 

With any great writer, too, it is often advisable to go 
behind the superficial meaning of any particular words 
while we follow the general tidal-stream of his habitual 
feeling. But one cannot help, I think, even so, recognizing 
in Walt Whitman a mood that crops up now and again, 
which, if you were Attila or Ghengis Khan or evai the 
Emperor Nero, would be the reverse of any austere check 
upon your orgies. It is true he is not always consistmt 
in this beyond-good-and-evil vdn. So human is it to 
have some values and discriminations that he often permits 
hims elf this privilege, however contrary to his antinomian 
dKory. And we are only taking him at his own word 
when we reftain from demanding consistency at every 
point of the emotional compass. Identifyit^ ourselves, 
all the same, with the main drift of the mystical gulf- 
stream of his passion, we come, I think, to feel in his 
refusal to play me reformer, in his refusal to reject anything 
that life has tossed up, in his refusal to be negative even 
for the noblest reasons, something • that seems almost to 
belong to the great pulse-beat of Being itself. 
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For, as Hegel explains, the antagonist and opposite of 
Being— what Hegel would call its “other”— is not 
wickedness but nothingness, not strife but inertness, not 
violence but futility. 

I speak with some hesitation here, for I suppose it is 
possible that while the path for most of us is to try to 
follow what Matthew Arnold calls the “stream of tend- 
ency that makes for righteousness,” there may be such a 
thing as a cosmic Quietism so abysmal that it can even 
mclude the opposite of Being in its embrace ! 

But one must realize all that this would mean ; and it 
would mean the inclusion not only of the deepest depths 
of futility but of a Deep below even that. 

In his imaginative heroism over the sharing of extreme 
pain he was on a path suffidoady hard for most of us, as 
when he declared, in his mood of reincamating exultation, 
that “agonies were his changes of garmaits”; but I 
confess, if he did really feel at moments that he could 
accept all the cruelties diat are done under the sun from 
the point of view of the cruel as well as the victims, and 
“moisten their roots” equally with their victims’, I can 
only say, humbly and blindly, that as for as my own 
consdence goes I must part company at that point. 

It may be the highest path never to resist evil, but to 
stand indiSerent where cruelty is concerned is surely 
another matter. I prefer the cry of the old Gothic king 
when he heard of die Crucifixion : “Would I had been 
there with my Franks !” 

But to return to the sex-question. In spite of the fiict 
that Walt Whitman’s passionate and romantic vein is 
exdted more stroa^ly by men than women, it would be 
a great mistake to regard him as anything but an absolute 
egalitarian in regard to the two sexes. In his cosmogonic 
celebration of women he starts at the opposite pole firom 
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Goethe’s. To Goethe, hen chief value was her power of 
Inring the soul of man forward and upward ; whereas 
Walt Whitman, beginning at the other end, treats the 
Feminine Principle, just as the ancient Taoist sages 
did, as prior to the masculine, and as including the 
masculine. 

Unfolded out of the sympathy of the woman is all sympathy. 

A man is a great thing upon the earth and through eternity, but 
every jot of the greamess of man is unfolded out of woman ; 

First the man is shaped in the woman, he can then be shaped in 
himself. 

Perhaps it is not remarkable that this despiser of “em- 
broideries and embroiderers’’ should be, of all poets except 
Shakespeare, the most original in moulding words and 
fusing words and transmuting words and snatching words 
from anywhere to serve his turn. It is this that gives his 
mysticism such sap and salt, makes it so sticky and adhesive, 
so full of stinging, caressing, biting, bubbling, spitting, 
splashing, sudtog, lapping, bleaching, wetting, soaking, 
sHthering, drenching reality. 

How one comes to welcome all those curiously char- 
acteristic expressions of his- that are so often recurring, 
suth as “taUy” and “promulge” and “filaments” and 
“prismatic” and “float” and “drift” and “electric” and 
“libertad” and “fluid” and “rdsume” and “finale” and 
“absorb” and “exhibit” and Vhusky” and “cohering” 
and “efiiise” and “efflux” and “ecstatic” and “sagging” 
and “adhesiveness” and “en masse” ! 

And does it not almost seem as if there were some 
curious chemical quahty in the larger number of these 
words, “indicating,” as he would Imnsdif put it, the flux 
and the surge and the merge and the recession of the huge 
masses of our astronomical elements till they touch some- 
thing else, till the substance of Matter itself is transmuted 
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into another dimension, or at least trembles and shivers on 
its edge ? 

Certainly we come to feel as we read him as if the old 
Empedoclean notion of the love and war of the elements 
is not fer wrong, and that earth and water and fire and 
air are attracted and repelled by the same love-hate as 
attracts and repels ourselves ! 

It is in things of this kind that the wise Goediean 
heathenness of Walt Whitman so beautifully shows itself. 
And how refireshing after the narrow tyranny of orthodox 
theology and orthodox science to return to the natural 
magic of the real elements of our life ! 

It is one of those siUy unimaginative mistakes, like the » 
one that turns Nietzsche into an advocate of bullying and 
brutality, to regard Walt Whitman as if he were “the 
great boaster” in Hiawatha. Walt Whitman’s arrogance 
is indeed as much of a spiritual cult as the humility of the 
author of the Imitation. It is a deliberate personal cult, 
and it is also a representative cult, made on behalf of the 
souls of all. He is arrogant for living beings, simply as 
living beings, including the lowest and most contemptible. 
And he is arrogant for them as against God, arrogant for 
the filthiest and vilest and meanest of them, as gainst 
God’s favoured great ones, and as against the world’s 
fevoured great ones ! 

In all this he is the true pluralistic anarchist. All souls 
are equal and every soul is a disguised god. 

The pert apparel, the deform’d attitude, drunkenness, greed, 
premature death, all these I part aside. 

These shows of the East and West are tame compared to you. 

These immense meadows, these interminable rivers, *yoxi are 
immense and interminable as they. 


Q 
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Master or mistress in your own right over Nature, elements, 

' pain, passion, dissolution — 

Through birth, life, death, burial, the means are provided, 
nothit^ is scanted, 

Ihrough angers, losses, ambition, ignorance, ennui, what you are 
picks its way. 

How easy it would be to pile up on the soul of Walt 
Whitman, as it “picks its way” still amoi^ us, every 
single one of the complexes that the new pathology 
reveals! The Messiah-complex, for instance, wouldn’t 
those syllables be illuminating and confounding ? Illumin- 
ating with regard to the person who used them, but 
certainly not confounding to Walt Whitman. 

As long as the hearts of men and women wrestle with 
matter and the void, as long as they struggle to get a little 
happiness before they die, this great life-h^htener will 
be reborn, and his anarchism and his mysticism will he 
reborn! You can mould into conformity nations and 
states and empires; you can call prophecy a, compile, 
and immortality an illusion ; but one thing you cannot 
do. You cannot make a man say “yes” when the soul 
withm him, from a dimaision beyond both life and 
death, says “no.” 

We have reached the moment in human history when 
mass-movemoits made possible by mechanical science are 
moulding the nations into integrated hosdle groups. 
There is certainly more justice between ridh and poor 
than there formerly was, and less dhance for the minority 
to enjoy their parasitic leisure and quiet and culture in 
unperturbed complacency. 

And just because of these things there never was a 
moment in the evolution of humanity when the mental 
attitude of the average person was so important. Is his 
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type of intelligence going to become more and more 
slavish, submissive, diSled, mechanical ; or is he going to 
insist on enjoying to the full the spiritual intellectual 
inheritance mat has come into his hands from the lucky 
ones whose leisure to attain it was made possible by hu 
labour ? Doctrinaire Communists murmur, and perhaps 
with some measure of truth, of the bourgeois mentality 
that must be destroyed before justice between man and 
man can cover the earth. 

All right then! Let us destroy our own bourgeois 
mentality, and substitute for it mentality of a nobler, 
larger, more magnanimous, more sensitive, more subtle 
kind. One cannot but agree that a great deal of 
the printed matter in our bourgeois shelves is poor 
enough stuff, paltry and uninspired, more sdfish cring- 
ing before God and Great Men, reeking of moralistic 
hypocrisy. 

But it certainly will be an evil day for the human race 
when some modem morale of tyrannical mass-movement 
grows able, by the diabolical aid of a conscienceless science, 
to do what the Inquisition could not do, and the Puritans 
could not do, and the old oppressors could not do ; that 
is to say, really and truly crush down and obEterate the 
free thoi^hts of individual men and women. We shall 
be arrested and imprisoned, perhaps, in this mass-psycho- 
logized and science-enslaved age for possessing a copy of 
Leaves of Grass. It will have become Eke a translation 
of the Gospels in CathoEc days, or like a translation of 
Rabelais in Protestant days. 

The new blood-and-iron State, with its armies of 
bureaucrats riding about in armoured cars, wiM be as 
nervous of this great anarchist’s talk of the souls of 
independent people as the old aristocracy used to be of 
the promulgations of Tom Paine. 
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And then — who knows ? — some miraculous renaissance 
of the average human soul may suddenly — 


Camcradb, this is no book, 

Who touches this touches a man, 

(Is it night ? are we here together alone ?) 

It is I you hold and who holds you, 

I spring from the pages into your arms — decease calls me forth. 


Dear friend whoever you are take this kiss, 

I give it especially to you, do not forget me, 

I feel like one who has done work for the day to retire 
awhile, 

I receive now again of my many translations, from my avataras 
ascending, while others doubtless await me. 

An unknown sphere more real than I dream’d, more direct, darts 
awakening rays about me, So long ! 

Remember my words, I may again return, 

I love you, I depart from materials, 

I am as one disembodied, triumphant, dead. 
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A t this moment of writing all the eyes of our 
Western World are directed, though by no 
means with the same emotion, towards Spain. 
In Cervantes’s time Philip m was turning the 
Moors, where they had lived so long, out of 
the Peninsula; but it was durough the medium of an 
imaginary Moor, Cid Hamet, that the story of Don 
Quixote is told. The great original of the temper we 
call quixotic, on which side of the present struggle would 
he range himself e Personally, I like to think of him 
among the defenders of Madrid ; but others, no doubt, 
just as we swing the Figure of Christ first one way and 
then the other, would place him with the enemy. 

But we have, anyway, as book-lovers, to face the &ct 
that it is a Spaniard created by a Spaniard who is the most 
living, the most endearing, and the best-known character 
in all human Literature ! 

How profound was the inspiration of the Italian philo- ’ 
sopher, Croce, when he said that a great work of art is 
not completed until humanity itself for many generations 
has set its seal upon it ! 

Upon the ^ure of Don Quixote, of this iU-favoured, 
ill-starred, impoverished gentleman, who, as Tom o’ 
Bedlam says, “knows more than Apollo,” has been con- 
centrated, beyond all parallel, this instinctive genius in 
our race which rounds off the invention of the individual. 

Long ago— almost as soon as Cervantes invented him — 
Don Quixote was snatched at by humanity and rendered 
in a sense independent of his begetter. There are indeed 
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to-day three Don. Quixotes. There is the author’s, the 
authentic original, from whose living reality the other 
two draw their life-blood. There is the popular Don 
Quixote, or, if you like, the mythological Don Qmxote, 
who has become a proverb, a legend, a universal symbol 
for all men. And mially tliere is the Don Quixote of the 
literary dtsdples ; die Don Quixote wbo has been treated 
almost as Jesus was treated, and bas been turned into 
various mystical, aesthetic, and moral Messiahs. Of all 
masks of third Don Quixote die most original as well 
as the most passionate and frntasdc is die one flung so 
desperately and defiandy at the head of the rationalists by 
the late Unamuno. 

The curious thing is that in both the popular proverbial 
vasion and the hterary-mystical version it is the humour 
that chiefly suffers. The word “Quixotic” suggests, it 
seems to me, something tragic, noble, and heroically 
foolish. Its endearing comicality has been diluted to the 
vanishing-point. Yet it is surely this humorous aidearing- . 
ness of both Rnight and Squire that is the chief cause of 
our pleasure in reading the book. 

And the more we read it, the less, it seems to me, do we 
feel that the chief elem^t m it is the attack upon the 
flivourite books of the Rnight of the Woeful Countenance. 
It is the humorous contrast between Don Quixote’s essen- 
thtl nature and the essential nature of Sancho that mchants 
us the most; and as the unequalled livingness of these 
central figures grows on us, we don’t care an owl’s pellet 
whether there were or were not knights-errant in the 
world. 

The humour of Cervantes reminds us sometimes of 
Shakespeare aiid sometimes of Rabelais, and most of all, 
especially in the details of its presentmait, of the Russian 
hurnour of Gogol; but the longer we share the experi- 
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ences of Don Quixote the more definitely does the peculiar 
flavour of Cervantes’s own turn of mind disentangle itself 
firom these resemblances and leave upon our palates its 
own unique tang. 

Up to a certain point, what Goethe said of the Vicar of 
Wakffield applies to Cervantes. “That lofty and benevo- 
lent irony, that serene indulgence to all human ftults and 
frailties, supplies us with the best way of taking life.” 
But the humour of the Spaniard goes far beyond this. 
For one thii^ it is much more than the humour of a 
scholar. It is the humour of an heroic and romantic 
soldier ; and it is also the humour of a man well-stricken 
in years. 

Before writing Don Quixote Cervantes had seen, as we 
say, history in the making. He had seen campaigns by 
land and sea, batdes, imprisonments, treacheries, rescues, 
hairbreadth escapes, perns by land and water, desperate 
cruelties, hfe-and-death stn^gles, impoverishment, plot- 
tings, conspiracies, law-sthts, disparagements, and running 
through it all the “insolence of oflEice, and the spurns that 
patient merit ftom the unworthy takes.” It is a book 
written not only by a poet, a gentleman and a wit, but by 
a battered soldier-of-fortune, a captive-slave of pirates, a 
“haggard and woe-begone” kiflght-at-arms^ one of 
those “prisoners of the world” who, like the feithful Kent 
in King Lear, noight say of what he wrote : 

All my reports go with the modest truth. 

Nor more nor dipp’d, but so 

But if the Don Quixote, to the chiaroscuro of whose 
lean vis^e the infetuated disciples hold up their blazing 
torches, be somewhat too nicely and narrowly conceived, 
somewhat too fimtasticaUy pardon’d, what can we get 
from the stable-lanterns of the popular glimpse at hnn, 

481 



THE PLEASURES OF LITERATURE 


that glimpse which has gone to the heart of the man in 
the street, such as may throw a broader Hght on those 
haggard lineaments ? 

A great genius often invents more than he wots of, and 
hK creation, drawing new and unexpected life ftom the 
bowels of the human race, gets out of control, “gangs,” 
as we say, “its ain gait,” and leaving its author’s original 
intention far behind, becomes itself a creative power and 
works strange wonders ! 

Now the most striking thing about this popular Don 
Quixote who has thus run amok by drawing on the 
heart’s desire of humanity, is the somewhat startling ftct 
that, quite contrary to the author’s avowed and reiterated 
intention of showing how ftiry-tales could upset a gopd 
man’s wits, he is not a madman at all! 

It is true that he spears sheep, tilts at windmills, rescues 
galley-slaves, takes a barber’s basin for a helmet and 
honest whores for princesses; but such has been the 
mysterious emotional accretion with which, as Croce so 
beautifully says, humanity rounds off and completes a 
work of art, that even these peculiarities do not turn him, 
no 1 not while his name endures, into a madman. 

What, after all, was the “madness” which obsessed this 
great adventurer? We are agreed upon that point, 
author, disdplcs, and popular rumour. Nothing less than 
the restoration of the lost Golden Age, that ideal age in 
the past — perhaps less imaginary than many think — ^when 
the spirit of Knight-Errantry, never mind about particular 
Amadises of Gaul or Palmerins of England, prevailed in 
the world. 

! “Why,” ar^ed Don Quixote, “if the world is diit 
I of joint, don t we try to save it by reviving this 
chivalrous, this heroic, this magnanimous ideal of indi- 
vidual behaviour ?” 
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Whether it has come or not from reading this book at 
about the j^e when the author wrote it, but certainly 
under the spell of Don Quixote, it does not strike me as 
entirely impossible that some new spirit of Knight- 
Errantiy, or the same spirit under another name, usii^ 
aeroplanes if you like m place of horses and asses, might 
devote itself to the succouring of the oppressed and the 
overthrow of human giants and human enchanters. 

The real defence of Don Quixote’s wits is, of course, to 
be found in the text of the book itself; but that the 
common instinct of humanity holds the good gentleman 
to be of sound understanding though of eccentric behav- 
iour is a convincing proof of Croce’s theory about the 
mftltitude playing this decisive role in the creation of all 
supreme works of art. 

The smdy of the text, however, at critical moments in 
the tale, is the best way of proving that a really mad Don 
Quixote is, if not a contradiction in terms, at least a 
blowing sky-high of the whole pith of the invention. 

Take the score of the penance m the mountain-glen, 
after the thief has stolen Dapple. This is the scene in 
which the Knight displays, according to the over-astute 
Coleridge, indications that his sanity has not disappeared 
so entirely but that there can still be found in him a sort 
of “twihght of the mind.” 

But an ordinary reader — ^and perhaps all the more 
shrewdly for being unburdened by psychological and 
metaphysical endowmoits — ^has only to read the conver- 
sation between the Knight and the Squire on the subject 
of Dulcinea to get the drift of the situation without 
resorting to any “twiHghts of the mind.” 

Here, indeed, it becomes apparent once and for all that 
Don Quixote’s so-called “madness” is nothing but his 
dehberate and perfectly conceivable, though somewhat 
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unusual, passion, hobby, desire, or mania for play ing the 
part of a kn%ht-errant, and, indeed, for restoring in our 
Age of Iron — ^for that age still continues — ^the nobler 
customs of the Age of Gold. 

It is only when considered in this way that the whole 
trend of the author s method, his handling of each new 
situation as it follows the last, jSnds its deeper justification. 

And after all, why does this book have a more universal 
appeal than any other in the world e Surely because we 
all have a touch — ^though it is true that our successful 
of action and powerful rulers tend to let that touch 
atrophy more quickly than others do — of Don Quixote's 
own mania \ which is not merely, be it remarked, for 
helping the oppressed, but for helping them in a particular 
manner, that is to say, by indulging our passion for what- 
ever fmtastical cult— in his case knight-errantry — satisfies 
our particular life-illusion. 

It is a perfectly natural chance, when one considers the 
erratic motions of the best-balanced minds, and the secret 
fancies, weird imaginations, exquisite whimsies, surrepti- 
tious illusions, in whidi we indulge, that the most popular 
of all invented characters in the world’s fiction should be 
this homespun gentleman of La Mancha. How deeply 
m harmony, indeed, with all Nature’s ways that this bi gl^ 
destiny should have Men to the lot of no great tnagnatP 
but of one “spare of flesh, dry of visage, a great early 
riser, and a lover of the chase,” a third of whose substance 
was consumed in beef and salad, “a hotch-potch on 
Saturdays, lentils on Fridays, with the addition of a 
’ pigeon on Sundays,” but whose mania for reading 
romances of chiva% was so great that he sold many 
acres of land to satisfy it, till at last “with litdc sleep and 
much study his brain dried up and he lost his wits.” 

Now it B, as I say, essential to the appreciation of Don 

484 



CERVANTES 


Quixote’s character and his relations with Sancho that we 
should take diis “drying up” of the good Knight’s brain 
and this “loss of his wits” with what Sir Thomas Browne 
would call “a wide solution.” 

When the wind was not in the wrong quarter Don 
Quixote knew a hawk from a heron as well as another, 
and it is never just his illusion, but always his illusion 
plus the wind being north-north-west, that’s the due to 
the real quality of the situation! There is, in fact, so^ 
much mediod in his madness that it is constantly resolving 
itself into a quite consdous determination — ^like what 
children show when they are playing at being pirates — 
to find matter for his crazy purpose firom situations upon 
whose normal and natural semblance he yet manages to 
keep at the back of his mind a shrewd weather eye. 

This is shown over and over again in Ins talks with 
Sancho, espedaUy on the occasions when the latter’s 
private mania about the Governorship of the Island is to 
the fore. Sancho’s perpetual harping on this predous 
Island becomes, indeed, a muted variation upon the main 
theme of the book, and it happens more than once that 
the Knight shows himself the more realistic of the two. 
For example, on thdr second visit to the inn together, 
Don Quixote requires all his “dried-up wits” to make 
Sancho accept the crushing return to reality which occurs 
when the sprightly Dorothea sinks firom the r6le of 
princess into that of a private and somewhat sportive lady. 

Don Quixote achieves this in his usual crafiy manner 
by a resort to enchanters, both fiiendly and hostile, and 
on this occasion the natural innocence of Sancho puts him 
into the curious position — ^as whai he hunts about for the 
head of the giant after the pricking of the wine-skin — 
of bdi^ madder than his master. 

Upon this quaint reversal of the situation the author 
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himself makes the appropriate comment ; and he does it 
through the groans of their frantic host, to the effect that 
the Squire’s hunt for giants’ heads in inn bedrooms is 
worse than the Knight’s despatchit^ of them in his sleep ! 

But the most delicate and subtle proof of my conten- 
tion that Don Quixote’s normal mentality — a. mentality 
superior to that of everyone he meets — is never destroyed 
by his mania, lies in the way, after showing a little natural 
irritation at Sancho’s obstinate literalness, that he is pre- 
pared to accept the normal appearance of things — of the 
barber’s basin, for instance, and even of the manners of 
Dulcinea — and confines himself with most profound 
sagacity to this felicitous theory of enchantment, whereby 
Sancho’s “reality” remains true to ordinary vulgar eyes 
and yet does not interfere with that higher truth which is 
the truth for a knight-errant. 

It is not, in fact, only Sancho who is hypnotized by the 
Don’s powerful imagination ; for, if I am not greatly 
bustaken, we all, as we read, begin to feel the solid ground 
of our normal apprehensions a little insecure. And, 
indeed, the beauty of it is that by that splendid stroke 
when he makes the innkeeper and his whole family 
passionately and indignandy defend these debatable and 
dangerous books, Cervantes shows dearly how the popular 
mind itsdf, in its own sim|)le mania for “better bread 
than is made from wheat,” is always rushing to the 
defence of the Knight’s spiritual infatuation. 

Though irritated and indeed “stung,” as he himself 
confesses, by Sancho’s teasing knowledge of Dulcinea in 
her homely reality, Don Quixote replies, in a vein of the 
profoundest philosophy, that the girl, even as she is in 
I Sancho eyes, serves well enough for the purpose to which 
I it is essential she should be put ! 

.How daintily, too, is it indicated by Cervantes diat this 
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worthy gentleman of fifty was already, before he decided 
to be a l^ght-errant, not a litde in love with the original 
of Duldnea ! That the wench herself, so merry and tall, 
was ignorant of the “ingenious”- Alonso’s enamoured 
observation is natural enough. 

We may be sure that the eccentric hidalgo was as 
tactful and discreet and courtly in his normal attraction 
as was the Knight of the Rueful Countenance in his 
abnormal infatuation. 

The love of Sancho -for Don Quixote was as deep as 
his admiration, and the homely display of this love, 
throughout all their escapades and imbroglios, is one of 
the most moving things in the book. If I may be allowed 
to say so, there is not a htde in it of the peculiar bond 
that exists sometimes between a Negro servant and his 
master; and, indeed, we are struck throughout by the 
familiar intercourse between all classes in this Spanish 
book, compared with the separation between them which 
is so apparent in Shakespeare, in spite of his rustic 
humours. 

Spain was clearly in Cervantes’s time exactly as it is 
now, not only a land of unconquerable individualism, but 
a land also of such courteous man-to-man familiarity that 
it submerged and. overrode all the fantastic differences of 
rank set up by Church and State. 

It is hard to imagine the emotional affection, the 
humorous understanding, the ph^cal intimacy that bound 
Don Quixote and Sancho so closely to each other, existing 
between Englishmen of such difierent classes. 

There ought to be some especial psychological and 
spiritual name for this breaking-ddwn of sodsJ barriers 
where social barriers of the extremest kind exist. But in 
truth, it is much more djan the breaking down of merely 
social barriers. It is the lifting up of all those dams and 
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dikes of human psychological reserve that restrain us still 
in England. 

In Gogol and in Dostoievsky this reserve breaks down 
too ; and we find something of the same kind in Rabelais, 
where it takes on an evangelical flavour ; but fijr all our 
poet’s love of simple folk, it never really appears in the 
plays of Shakespeare. Prince Hal comes nearest to it, but 
that is simply a matter of condescending to the roguery 
of tavern and brothel. 

What a mystery it is, this breaking-down of psycho- 
logical barriers between human beings. It resembles, only 
in a spiritual sense, that “uncovering ofnakedness” spoken 
of iu the Bible. In England it is made diflEcult because 
of the filtration of the dregs of class-consciousness into 
the very soul. In America it is made diflicult because the 
soul itself is there so shy that it hides away even from its 
possessor’s own consciousness. 

It remains, anyway, that all through Don Quixote, just 
as aU through Dostoievsky, there is a firank outflowing of 
the wildest and oddest peculiarities of the human soul, an 
outflowing that would have been impossible if its recep- 
tion had not been guaranteed by some implicit feeling as 
to die underlying equality of all souls. 

Sometimes it seems as if Sancho, in spite of his vigorous 
objection on one occasion to being compared to a woman, 
played in a real spiritual sense the feminine part between 
them 

On several occasions it is he, rather than the Knight, 
who shows the more considerate, the more tactful, the 
more admirable, as wdl as the more s^adous instinct. 

The truth is, that almost all the familiar generalizations 
about tins pair of fiiends which we writers have so glibly 
repeated, would_ be crucially altered did we, as I am 
doing at this moment, read again, in middle i^e, or in 
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old age, the work we rushed through when we were 
young! 

One of these easy statements, which takes Cervantes’s 
oflfidal words at the foot of the letter, is to the effect that 
the book was written to destroy the ill-effects of the false, 
silly, futile and sentimental Books of Chivalry. 

Now one of the first things that surprises and startles 
a reader of Don Quixote, next to his mscovery that the 
Don is not always a noble idealist any more than Sancho 
is always a gross realist, is the infinite trouble that 
Cervantes takes from beginning to end to distinguish and 
discriminate between these Books of Chivalry. Some he 
roundly condemns. Others he warmly and eloquaidy 
praises. But in either case, he makes it sufficiently plain 
that he is himself an im^h^ative, romantic and passionate 
reader as well as an imaginative, romantic and passionate 
writer. 

As I have already pointed out, this unique book is the 
inspiration of long and harsh ejqjeriences. It is not only 
a work of maturity; it might even, considering how 
much earher maturity came in those days, be called a 
work of old age. 

-And yet it shows no trace of exhaustion. An imcon- 
querable spinf emanates firom every page. The. reader 
seems, as he goes on firom one Part to another, firom one 
Chapter to another, to be tapping a fount of resistant 
endurance that sinks down beyond the bottom of life ! 

It is the book of an old soldier, literally and spiritually. 
“We enter war,” said Voltaire, “when we enter the 
world.” “ On entre en guerre en entrant dansle monde.” 
And this battered, maimed, but undefeated warrior of old 
Spain coinmunicates to the weakest among us a living 
drop of some celestial ichor that in place of making our 
gorge rhe, like the Knight’s unludry balsam, “works 
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inward” through our most secret vitals, till it fortifies 
what one might call die very stomach of the soul. 

And it does more than dus ; for die remarkable thing 
about the spiritual aura of Cervantes is that it makes us 
humbler and tenderer as well of a stouter heart. 

Nor does the magic stop there ; for there still remains 
what we so lighdy and hurriedly call the humour of 
Cervantes. Few literary undertakings are more enthrall- 
ing, few more difficult, than a comparison between the 
nice and exquisite shades of difierence that separate one 
great humorist firom another. 

Let us begin, in this case, by eliminating the particular 
kinds of so-called humour which are entirely absent firom 
Don Quixote. Well, for one thing, in spite of a few 
fantastical parodies upon the rhodomontade of the worst 
chivalric excesses, Don Quixote is firee firom satire. Adjec- 
tives like satiric, sarcastic, sardonic, though so applicable 
to Swift and Voltaire and to James Joyce, are as out of 
place if applied to Cervantes as they are if applied to 
Shakespeare, 

But come, now, to that peculiar form of humour that 
is called cynicism. Think of all the subde philosophical 
connotations that he hidden in this significant word ! 

Now the one thing most alien firom the soul and style 
of Cervantes, as it was ahen firom the soul and style of 
Rabelais, is this same cynicism. Shakespeare, though he 
doesn’t deal in satire, does, I think, in Measure for Measure, 
Timon of Athens, Troilus and Cressida, and even here and 
there in Hamlet, approach cynicism. But whatever Cer- 
vantes’s humour may be, it is certainly not cynical. 

But what of the word comic ? Would it be correct, 
above every other quahty, to praise Don Quixote as the 
most comic of books ? Well, I suppose the oldest as well 
as the most popular form of Comedy — only second per- 
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haps to grotesque dancing — ^is pure knock-about farce; 
and of this there is so much in Don Quixote that a nervous 
book-worm like myself tends to squirm and fidget a Httle 
beneath this everlasting drubbing. 

But in my childhood I was never tired of die bangings 
and pummellings in Punch and Judy ; and no doubt there 
are plenty of grown-up people, a good deal more sophisti- 
cated than I, who to this day find no impediment to their 
enjoyment of die universal humour and tragic pathos in 
the inventions of Charlie Chaplin firom the met that they 
are so fiiU of this oldest of all forms of comedy. 

But the clue to the secret of Cervantes’s real humour 
lies, I believe myself, in a certain universal humility which 
was intensified by his misfortunes. 

It was in the year 1571 that he was so grievously 
wounded in the naval batde of Lepanto, where, under 
Don John of Austria, the high seas were made safe firom 
the Turks ; and since this maimed old soldier was nearly 
sixty when he published the Hrst Part of Don Quixote, 
and nearly seventy when, ten years later, he published 
the Second Part, we are, as I keep repeating, confirdnted 
in this book, especially when we consider how much 
sooner people grew old in those days, with a work that, 
regarded relatively to our easier times, ,is the inspiration 
of an old man. 

And not only of an old man. Of an old man who had 
known in his time most of the worst ills that flesh is 
heir to. 

Now there is a certain endearing humility that is 
implicit in the character of a particular type of soldier, or 
sailor, and that a long life of hardship only intensifies. 
It is a qtiality exactly the opposite of that self-conscious 
mock modesty, and pretence of despising glory, which we 
meet in a different type of heroic adventurer. 
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Like Don Quixote, one can very well imagine Cervantes 
falking proudly and eloquently in many an inn parlour, 
of the day he got his wounds under Don John. And why 
not } The unchristian, snobbish, and misanthropic con- 
ceit of being superior to tavern-boasting is tbe real sin, 
not this other. 

And this instinctive humility which is perhaps the best 
gift Christianity gave us — ^for think what a different tone 
the boasting of Odysseus takes from that. of Don Quixote ! 
— ^is a thing that lends itself better than anything in the 
world to die .deepest of all forms of humour. Satire, 
cynicism, sarcasm — nay ! irony itself— axe all signs of that 
innate sense of dignified superiority, of that refusal to 
recognize the eqii^ty of ^ souls, which is the last 
infirmity of noble minds. 

It is a thing intimately connected with our physical 
dignity and our inability to allow this same physical 
dignity to be punched out of all recognition by slap-stick 
knock-about ! 

But that is precisely what has happened to the physical 
dignity of Don Quixote. What with sharing aU the 
grosser details of life with Sancho — even to those which 
die latter so delicately calls “the lesser and the greater 
affair” — and what with being scratched and ducked and 
drenched and banged by every down he meets, and what 
with being hung up even by Htde Maritomes, that 
no-better-fean-she-should-be “shp-shoe Lovey,” as Mr. 
Masters would say, there is no physical dignity, no artistic 
dignity, no intellectual dignity, no moral dignity, left in 
that Rueful Figure. 

There is only left in it, what the world can neither give 
nor take away, the dignity of the Holy Ghost! 

And it is — at least this is how this profoundest of 
literary problems presents itself to me — out of this lack of 
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all dignity but the unconscious one of the equality with 
all souls tliat the real humour of Don Quixote springs. 

Consider the causes, occasions, manifestations, and 
accompaniments of Don Quixote's outbursts of temper. 
In that pharisaic superiority of self-control, which is often 
more malicious than a clap over the head, he is as lacking 
as he is in every other peculiarity of those of us who so 
gravely remember “what is owing to ourselves." 

am positive,” said Saacho, “that this lady who calls herself 
Queen of the great kingdom of Micomicon, is no more so than 
my mother ; for if she were what she says she would not go 
nuzzling at every mm of the head and every comer with some- 
body of the present company.” 

Dorothea reddened . . . she was neither able nor willing to 
answer him a word. . . . 

“I tell thee this, master,” continued Sancho . . . “there is no 
need to hurry oneself saddling Rozinante or packing the ass or 
getting re.ady the palfrey, but we had better remain quiet, and 
let every trull to her wheel and us to dinner !” 

Good Lord, how mighty a rage was kindled in Don Quixote 
on hearing these unmannerly words of his squire ! It was so 
great that with shaking voice and a stammering tongue, the 
live fire darting from hS eyes, he exclaimed : 

“O villainous knave ! unckcumspect, ill-mannered, ignorant, 
blasphemous, foul-mouthed, audacious back-biter ! . . . Out of 
my presence, monster of nature, magazine of lies, sink of rogue- 
ries ! . . . Away with thee !” 

Saying this, he arched his brows, blew out his checks, glared 
about him on every side and gave with his right foot a great 
stamp on the ground.” 

But leaving the spiritual foundations of Cervantes's 
humour and coming to his lapses in die art of narrative, 
what a pity it is that after diose ten years he forgot the 
upshot of one of his best scenes. 

In die First Part we are led to understand that though 
the real Dulcinea was ignorant of the impression she had 
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maHfi on Alonso the Good before he became Don Quixote, 
he had seen her, though only from a distance and with 
chaste admiration. 

We are also told that Sancho knew her well. Never- 
theless, on returning to his tale after this long interval the 
author clearly states that neither the Knight nor the Squire 
had ever seen her, and allows the former to be diverted by 
Sancho to the ill-favoured wench on the she-ass, outside 
the dty of Toboso ! 

This reduction of the real Duldnea to thin air, or at 
least to a person of hearsay, strikes us — at least it strikes 
me — ^with somewhat of a shock. And it does almost seem 
as if the author desired a complete change of atmosphere 
and tone at this point, for this lapse is followed by that 
portion of the work so frankly reprobated by Charles 
Lamb ; the portion that deals with the master and man’s 
adventures at the court of that unworthy Duke and 
Duchess. I say “adventures” ; but as a matter of fact 
what occurs is simply a fantastically elaborate fooling of 
both Don Quixote and Sancho by these aristocratic triflers. 

Of course it might be argued that the majority of the 
people whom our wanderers encounter — including the 
Priest, the Barber, and that malapert young popinjay, 
Samson Carrasco — ^are perpetually playing on Ms mania, 
and that what these idle magnates do is only what every- 
body else does. But wh«i one bears in mind the extra- 
ordinary naturalness and mevitableness of Cervantes’s 
Mghway inventions, and the convincing humour of Don 
Quixote’s encounters with simpler people — ^with people 
like the Puppet-Master and the Showman with^ the Hons — 
there does sup into one’s mind the feeling that our author 
has begun to sail very near the wind when he throws the 
Knight and the Squire on the mercy of those capricious 
and brutal magnates. 


494 



CERVANTES 


Mr. H. E. Watts, whose admirable translation and 
exhaustive commentaries it would seem impossible to 
improve upon, defends this long episode of the playful 
Dtuce and Duchess on the ground that all possible high- 
way adventures had already been exploited and that we 
all needed a change. For myself, I would simply say that 
it is hard to conceive how even the inventive gemus of 
Cervantes could get Sancho his Governorship without 
the aid of some such objectionable and tricky potentate, 
and that for die sake of seeing Sancho keep his integrity, 
as he certainly does, even to the tune of turning the tables 
on his mockers, and for the sake of the perfect passage 
at the end when* he throws up the job and goes off to put 
the saddle on Dapple again, saying, “I am of the family 
of the Panzas, who are all stubborn, and if once they cry 
odds, odds they shall be, though they may be even, in 
spite of all the world,” it is worth paying the price that 
Charles Lamb found too heavy. 

' Don Quixote is really a triumphant yet tragic apology 
for heroic illusion. Cervantes seems to hint that until 
some extreme pain makes us “he howling,” it is possible 
to bear up somehow under the whips and scorns of time 
as long as, in the teeth of every humiUation, we stiU can 
dance to the tune of our particular mania, Sancho to his, 
Don Quixote to his, and all to their own — “for let him 
twang who knows the strings and Saint Peter in Rome is 
well at home.” 

That nothing but the quaHty of our soul’s inmost 
character, whereof our worst vices are but the lamentable ■ 
defects, must be the secret of our universe, is proved by 
the art of Cervantes in this book to the most dehcate 
point. 

Has it been noticed how he anticipates all the cleverest, 
neatest, most convoluted conjurings with the Mystery of 
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Identity in Change in which our modem geniuses love to 
dabble ? 

The continuity of any living character and the neces- 
sity of its re-creating the universe to fit its private Illusion 
of life, lies at the heart of Cervantes’s daring scheme of 
introducing iktjiaional Kn%ht and Squire to the notice 
of the real Knight and Squire, so that the projeaed image 
of themselves, as existii:^ mentally in the minds of toe 
readers of the First Part, fills across their figures in the 
Second Part as if the shadows of Plato’s Cave, by mingling 
with that which throws them, had attained a double reality. 

What, in other words, Cervantes has done in die actual 
process of the story is to anticipate what we ourselves are 
now doing in thickening out its extraordinary reality. 
He begins by thrusting Cid Hamet, his imaginary Moorish 
narrator, between his readers and himself, so that when- 
eva: he pleases he can introduce the phrase “the story 
tells’’ ; but not content with this, he takes advantage of 
the ten years during which all Spain and indeed all 
christmdom had become acquainted with the Enight and 
the Squire, to make them see themselves as the whole 
world had begun to see them. 

Though the malignant and spurious version of the 
Second Part may have helped to keep him poor, it 
probably increased his public ; and one evai begins to 
get a curious feeling, whm the Knight is under toe care 
of Don Antonio in Barcelona, that he has become so real 
to his begetter as to have almost reached the poiht of being 
too real to fool with, too real to be the subject of further 
fictional inventions ! It is as if Don Quixote had come to 
life to such a point that his creator began to feel siich a 
tender and scmpulous awe for him that he longed to take 
his hands off him altogether and leave him to his own 
devices! 
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That is really the impression you get diat day in 
Barcelona, when the Knight visits the printer’s estabHsh- 
ment. You feel that he has escaped, not only from the 
clutches of his friendly host, but from the presumptuous 
meddlings of the author himself! 

And this triumph of characterization, which is likely to 
last as long as the world lasts, depends, it would seem, as 
much on the personal character as on the genius of 
Cervantes. How instinctively he took himself out of the 
way, and reduced his ideas, opinions, feelings, prejudices, 
frncies to the minimum in comparison with those of his 
creation ! 

And he didn’t go to work according to any Fkubertian 
theory of objective art, but, if I may say so, according to 
his natural courtesy and instinctive disinterestedness : a 
disinterestedness which, all the same, it is hard not to re- 
gard as one of the subtlest of all imaginative weapons. 

Shakespeare’s disinterestedness went even further : went, 
as we Imow, to such complete selfcffacement that, 
because of somdthii^ queer about his signature and 
because he didn’t go to Oxford or Cambridge, we are 
ready to give the credit of his work to almost any aristo- 
cratic Incognito. 

But this very quality in the book, which is the secret 
of its author’s greatness, makes it hard frr us eamestr 
minded Lollards of literature to disentangle in clear im- 
equivocal terms the Spaniard’s Message to us all, and the 
moral interpretation of his living Parable. 

Great writers, like great moralists, are generally ex- 
tremely willing to assist us in discovering their views 
upon ^d, Immortahty, Free Will, the nature of Evil, 
and the origin, end, and purpose of the World. How 
easy it is for us to explain where the Optimism of 
Meredith differs from the Pessimism of Hardy, or where 
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the Pluralism of Whitman difiers from the Pantheism of 
Emerson. And though it is less easy to epitomize from 
the multitudinous secdar stage of ShaJcespeare any definite 
prophetic gospel, there is a tone in the air, a many^-voiced 
murmur on the wind, caught up from a thousand broken 
asides, that does protest, thot^h without bitterness or 
laceration, against the cruel ironies of life and the un- 
yielding Mystery that surrounds them. 

But the most patient and devoted Wilhehn Meister 
among us, unless endowed with “a heart of furious 
fancies” like the late Unamuno, will have difficulty in 
squeezing any very definite drops of metaphysical cornfort 
from the brave humours and chivalrous invaxtions of this 
battered fellow-soldier of Don John. 

Perhaps it is for this very reason that no nation has 
bem more infatuated with Don Quixote, or has printed 
more volumes and brought out more editions of Don 
Quixote, than the British nation. From that first Eliza- 
bethan translation which may have supported the last years 
of Shakespeare, when “deeper than did ever plummet 
sound he drowned” his magic wand, to this gallant 
version by Mr. Watts which swings like a “good lantern” 
ova: the threshold of the present century, we have loved 
this work better than any. 

Perhaps, as it says in the Play, we’re all so mad in these 
isles, that we notice nothing unusual in this work. But 
at any rate, though we lack the Frendi genius for criticism 
and me Gecmau genius for philosophy, we do seem able 
tu steer our “dark steps a Utde further on” by the help 
of Rozinante and Dapple. 

My only personal quarrel with the excellait commen- 
taries of Mr. Watts is that he seems to me to permit 
hinaself a litde too much stress upon the irony of Cervantes. 

Now irony, as we all know, is a very ticklish thing, 

498 



CERVANTES 


and a thing of a thousand shades and inflections. In its 
airier and more difiused forms it melts so delicately into 
a certain sturdy and amused acceptance of life’s absurdities 
that its self-consciousness, as an animadversion on these 
absurdities, is lost in imaginative relish of their very 
monstrousness and grotesqueness. 

Now to a realistic English intelligence few things are 
more repellent than the grosser aspects of the popular 
faith in tie ejS&cacy of relics. Long before the Conqueror 
tricked Harold into perjuring himself upon such gloomy 
fragments of mortality, the Anglo-Saxon mind had felt 
for these things a certain distaste, a distaste that culminated 
in the movement called LoUardry. 

And so, to my English commentator upon Don Quixote 
the following argument as to the rival claims of Sanctity 
and Knight-Errantry seems purely ironical : 


** Whidi is the greater,*’ said Sancho, “to raise a dead man or 
to kill a giant ?*’ 

“The answer is plain,” replied Don Quixote ; “it is a greater 
thing to raise a dead man,” 

“I have caught you now,” said Sancho. “Then the fame of 
those who bring the dead to life, who give sight to the blind, 
straighten the crooked, and heal the sick, and before whose 
tombs there are lamps burning, and whose chapels are full of 
devout folk who kneel before their relics, is a better fame for 
this and the other life than such as all your heathen Emperors 
and Knights Errants have left or will leave in the world/^ 

“That also I confess to be true,” answered Don Quixote. 

“Then this fame,” continued Sancho, “these fevours, these 
privileges, or what you call them, the bodies and relics of the 
saints have who, with the approval and licence of our Holy 
Mother Church, have lamps, candles, winding-sheets, crutches, 
pictures, eyes, legs, periwigs, whereby they enlarge their christian 
reputation.” 


“All this is so,” Don Quixote made answer. “But we cannot 
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all be 6iars, and many are the roads by which God carries His 
own to heaven. Chivalry is a religion. There are sainted 
Knights in glory.” 

“Yes,” responded Sancho ; “but I have heard tell there are 
more friars than Knights Errant in heaven.” 

“That is because me number of those of the religious pro- 
fession is greater than of the knightly,” said Don Quixote. 

. Now this is a very good example of what my admirable 
translator calls die “irony” of Cervantes ; and he is hard 
put to it to account for the feet that Inq^uisition authorities, 
though more lenient in the days of Philip in than of 
Phihp II, allowed this sort of thing to pass. 

But, heavens! think of the colossal sport made of 
monks and fiiars in Rabelais, compared with this harm- 
less passage! Surely to get the clue to the exact tone 
upon rehgious matters taken in Don Quixote it were 
wiser, instead of using the ticklish term “irony” which 
makes one think of Voltaire and Anatole France, first to 
remember Shakespeare’s tone in these things, a tone too 
profoundly agnostic ever to approach irony; and then 
to think of the attitude to rehgion in our own personal 
experience of the most long-enduring, long-suffe ring , 
humble-minded man of action we may happen to know. 
I suspect that such an one will probably be a patient 
humorist, one who has made up his mind once and for 
all and long ago as to the limitations of the human intellect 
and esped^y of the intellect of those we call powerful 
origind thinkers. 

There is such a thii^ as taking for granted both the 
superstitions of the vulgar and the errors of the judicious, 
while we retain a modest attitude to our own mental 
endowments. 

A veteran observer of the mad panorama of the world 
may surely be one who could enjoy the fantastical spec- 

500 



CBRVANTES 


tacle of the clash of human character without bothering 
very greatly about the clash of human ideas. It may 
even be that the necessity of heresy, like the necessity of 
logic, is an attribute of a mind that cannot get on without 
an intellectual system, whereas a tougher intelligence, 
especially a humorous intelligence and one that has long 
simered “the stings and arrows of outrageom fortune,” 
may acq^uire a kind of unprincipled relish for the very 
chaos of htanan opinion. 

As I have hinted, what we call irony is usually the sign 
of a deep sense of personal superiority to the ordinary 
run of people, and I confess it is hard for me — though, I 
daresay, like Don Quixote he fought his battles over 
again in many a village inn — to think of this ex-captive 
of the Moors assuming that supercihous sense of superi- 
ority to the superstitions of the vulgar that heightens the 
wit of Voltaire’s Candide and rounds the periods of 
Anatole Vtmcc’s Jerome Coigriard. 

Among the curious experiences of Don Quixote in 
Barcdona, as he nears the close of his adventures, is the 
one of the Oracular Head, an episode of no very pungent 
entMtainment. 

Now I fully and completely share my English trans- 
lator’s horror of the abominable crimes of the Spanish 
Inquisition ; and I share his view that nothing can excuse 
sudi atrocities. I also share his feding, borne out by what 
I saw in Spain before the war, as to the harm done to 
the country by the Church. 

But it seems to me as improper for us sturdy islanders 
to make Cervantes a rationalist as it is improper for 
Unamuno to make him the blood-thirsty Christ of the 
mystical Spanish spirit. 

But it being spread about the dty that Don Antonio kept a 

m^c Head in his house which answered aU questions, fearing 
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lest it might reach the ears of those watchful sentinels of our 
feith, he gave an account of it to the Inquisitors, who ordered 
him to take it to pieces and use it no further, so that the ignorant 
vulgar might not be scandalized. 

Now since it is the lawful uncontrovertible right of 
commentators to come to blows over their author, our 
English commentator challenges the Spanish commen- 
tator at this point to explain how this allusion to “those 
watchful sentinels of our feith” could possibly be taken 
as other than ironical. Well, I cannot tell ! 

But I seem to visualize Cervantes as more like Shake- 
speare than like Voltaire; and I can easily imagine 
Shakespeare, just as I can imagine die late Thomas Hardy, 
casually referring to some magisterial bench as “those 
watchful sentinels of our morals,” without any unctuous 
respect, but also without any particular ironic emphasis. 

No, this whole business of analysing the ingredients of 
the humour of a great writer is a very ticklish one. The 
hxunour that is the deepest, the most mysterious, as well 
as the most dif&cult and the most imperishable is not satire 
or sarcasm or ludicrous farce or even intellectual irony ; 
it is and was, and always will be, one thing only, the 
creation of humorous character. 

Like Falstaff and Pecksniff and Panurge and Unde 
Toby, only a hundred times more so, Don Quixote and 
Sancho justify the ways of man to God, if not of God 
to man, in the simplest of all possible modes, hy being 
themselves to the limit ; and what an inspiration it was that 
made the Knight catch die habit of ratding off proverbs 
from the Squire, and the Squire catch the tack of poetical 
eulogy — ^as for mstance the famous one upon Sleep — from 
the Knight ! 

What I feel when I close Don Quixote is, that we are 
aU the imaginary characters of some great Cervantes of 
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the Cosmos, and that nothing in the external world — 
whatever power of giving buffets it may have — ^is as real 
as the passion, or the mania, or the illusion, that we each 
of us carry in our own head ! 

As we read this unique book we certainly get the 
feeling that the dominant life-illusion in a person s head, 
whether we’re mad or sane, is more real than the heat of 
fire, the cold of water, the damp of rain, the slipperiness 
of ice, the obstruction of marble, the beat of waves, the 
wash of air, or the boundless recession of the infinite sky ! 

Even under the pressure of his hui^ry GovemorsMp 
and of all his pinches, blanketings, drubbings and lashings, 
Sancho will utter his incorrigible proverbs; and even 
under the spear of the malapert Samson, Don Quixote 
will utter those words that Heine thought the most 
beautiful in all literature. 

My English commentator quarrels with Heine because 
this latter says that Don Quixote was overthrown by 
Master Nicholas the Barber, instead of by Master Saihson 
the Bachelor. For myself, I can see no more “buffoonery” 
in his being overthrown by a conceited young scalliwag, 
with a smattering of learning firom college, than by an 
honest barber, his old neighbour and familiar gossip. 

But what matter such bagatelles I I owe fer too much 
to Mr. Watts to take any real exception to his protest. 
That the Knight was done for is the crying point. We 
know too well that both the Barber and the Bachelor 
survived him. Indeed, they survive him still. 

The egregious Avellaneda, whose spurious Second 
Part has, I presume, never appeared in English, ended his 
version, Mr. Watts tells us, by confining Don Quixote 
in the Toledo Lunatic Asylum. 

Reserved by his true creator for a kindlier fi.te, Don 
Quixote actually arcounters towards the end a character 
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taken bodily out of Avellaneda’s pirated version. By 
playing these tricks with Time and Space, and widi what 
migb r be called the differait dimensions of fictional reality, 
we are compelled to feel that Don Quixote and Sancho 
have an existence and a being not only independent of 
the injurious Avellaneda but independent of Cervantes 
himself. It is a master conjuring-trick ; and though 
several clever modems have tried their hands at a similar 
device, their Homunculi remain as unreal in their new 
objective masks as they were in the laboratories of their 
makers. 

But never was there a situation, before or since, like 
the one Cervantes now imagines ; for this poor reuenant 
from the lewd brain of Avellaneda — ^who must have felt 
like one of those dissolving shells of the dead that theoso- 
phists speak of, who hover over cemeteries — ^is anxious, 
the moment he sets eyes on the real Khight and Squire, 
to suck fresh vitality from their imperishableness, and to 
affirm— poor ghost ! — even before the Mayor of the Town, 
“diat I have not seen what I have seen, nor has there 
happened to me what has happened.” 

But it is not only the Knight and Squire to whom 
Cervantes gives a triumph over the treachery of time, 
equal to, if not more perdurable than his own. Horse 
and ass, Rozinante and Dapple, share this deathless sur- 
vival ; for what animals, hfrtoric or otherwise, have got 
themselves lodged in the hmnan brain as these two ? 

And when you come to examine the art by which this 
miracle has bem achieved, it is just as hard to arrest this 
sorcery, and to catch its magic between crucible and retort 
as it is to catch Providence itself in its workshop. 

■ One thing, however, seems dear. It is partly done by 
emphasizing the inconsistencies of both men and beasts. 
Had the Knight been always the unruffled but deluded 

504 



CERVANTES 


hero, Sancho always the affectionate but greedy clown, 
they would never have been ^‘clothed upon with im- 
mortality,’^ and the same thing applies to their four- 
footed companions. 

The essence of Quixotism is its war with what we call 
'‘the World,” and Don Quixote himself, when he hstened 
to Sancho’s praise of the rehcs of the saints, spoke as if 
there were something corresponding to Knight-Errantry 
that already, apart firom its failures in Time and Space, 
“had overcome the world.” 

But one of the most beautiful and subtle touches in the 
whole book is when Don Quixote feds that it is incumbent 
upon him to pretend to be mad for the love of Duldnea. 
With this in view he is anxious to perform certain crazy 
pranks, the tale of which Sancho is to convey to the 
sprightly wench Aldonza. 

/T trust to your worship,’’ said Sancho, ... “for I intend to 
start at once without witnessing the mad pranks which your 
worship is going to play, for I will say I saw you perform so 
many mat she 'vm want no more.” 

“At least I should like thee, Sancho, and because it is essential 
. . . to see me stripped, and go through a dozen or two of mad 
things, which I wifl despatch in less tmin half an hour- ” 

“For the love of God, dear master, let us not see your worship 
naked, for it will raise in me so much pity, and I shsul not be able 
to keep from crying ; . . . but if it is your worship’s pleasure 
that I should see some mad tricks, do them with your clothes on 
— short ones, and such as are of most account. . . . For how 
should it be suffered that a Emight Errant so famous as your 
worship should go ‘mad without why or wherefore for a — ^let 
not my lady make me say the word, for by God I will out with 
it and scatter it by the dozen. . . 

“In faith, Sancho,” said Don Quixote, “it would seem that 
thou art no saner than lam.” 

“Not so mad, but more peppery,” answered Sancho. 

Whether Charles Lamb or whether my scholarly Com- 
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mentator is in the right of it over the elaborate fooling 
that our adventurers suffer at the hands of the frivolous 
Duke and Duchess, it certainly remains that both Don 
Quixote and Sancho come out of the ordeal with their 
integrity unabated and their dignity enhanced. 

Not only does Sancho astonish these sdly play-actors 
by his shrewdness and mother wit, but his master reduces 
them to silence by some of the noblest justifications of 
the profession of knight-errantry that appear in the whole 
book. 

The part of the episode that I myself like least has to 
do with the author s deep-rooted prejudice against those 
unlucky elderly ladies, spinsters or widows, called Duennas. 
Mr. Watts seems to hint that, as an impoverished soldier 
and a poor proud gentleman, Cervantes may have easily 
suffered in me houses of certain Patrons of Letters firom 
the backbiting spitefulness of this duenna class. 

It certainly shows the extraordinary livingness of the 
story that a detached book-worm like myself should 
suffer a positive pang of vexation when Don Quixote’s 
gallant championship of this luckless Duenna and her 
seduced daughter com«5 to nothing, owing to the Duke’s 
capricious meanness, so that die girl, instead of being 
married to her enamoured lacquey, is clapped into a 
convent; but, after all, these shocks to the l^s-tough 
reader occur all the way through the tale, and it is hard 
to point to a single instance, right up to the very end, 
where the Knight’s interference does any good. 

Possibly the release of the luckless chain-gang — ^but even 
there the ungrateful Gines rewards his rescuer by making 
off with Dapple. 

Gende and courteous as his hero was, with his mania 
or without it, Cervantes himself can hardly be called a 
writer of squeamish sensibihty. 
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The return home at the last is as curious as it is sad, 
and I confess it does appear here as if Mr. Watts had 
justification for his contention that the great writer had, 
as we say, his knife into the Inquisition. Certainly, to 
dress up Dapple at that moment in the institution’s famous 
flames and mitre does seem going a bit further than a 
thoughtless jest. 

But if to see the ass in the terrible sanbenito is a pleasure 
to a humane conscience, it is painful, at least to one 
reader, when Don Quixote gives back the hunted hare 
to her pursuers. 

“Your worship is a sttange one,” said Sancho ; “let us suppose 
that this hare is Dulcmea del Toboso and these hounds arc the 
vagabond enchanters. . . . She flies ; I catch her and place her 
in your worship’s power, who hold her in your arms and caress 
her . . . 

Then the huntsman came up, and asking for their hare Don 
Quixote gave her to them. 

It is curious to notice how Cervantes resembles Rabelais 
in his miraculous memory for popular proverbs. Sancho 
is the grand adept in this kind, but though applied in a, 
more judicious manner, as he himself hesitates not to 
point out, Don Quixote uses them too, and to fine effect. 

But it is Theresa Panza who rounds off her argument 
with these rich oracles most neatly of all, using them 
more sparingly than her husband and less sententiously 
than his master. 

“I tell you, wife,” said Sancho, “that if I did not think to 
become governor of an isle before very long I would drop dead 
upon the spot.” 

"Not so, husband,” cried Theresa. “Let the hen live though it 
be with the pip. Live you; and let the Devil take all the 
R 507 



THE PLEASURES OF LITERATURE 


governorships tliat are in the world; without a government 
you came from your mother’s womb; without government 
you have lived dll now, and without govermnent you will go 
or be carried to the grave when it shall please God. How many 
in the world are diere who live without a governorship, yet for 
all that they do not give up living and being counted in the 
number of the people !” 

Now, if anyone were to ask me what in my opinion 
was the most humorous remark in all Uterature, I would 
be tempted to try and remember this speech, ending 
with “for all that they do not give up living and being 
counted in the number of the people!” And yet the 
whole thing is only an extension of her own homely 
proverb : “bet the hen Hve, though she has the pip.” — 
“ Viva la gallina con supepita ! ” 

But doesn’t it seem as if this inexhaustible memory for 
old wives’ sayings which Cervantes shares with Rabelais 
is a shrewd indication as to the nature of their common 
inspiration, tapping, as they both do, the bottomless 
reservoir of folk-wisdom ? 

Here are a baker’s dozen of these “imvalued gems,” 
filched at random firom this book, and the reader must 
not suppose they are all Sancho’s. 

Whetber the pitdbier strikes on the stone or the stone on the 
pitcher, it is bad for the pitcher. 

It’s no good to look for flitches where there aren’t even hooks. 

The pure woinan and the broken leg are best at home. 

The honey is not for the mouth of me ass. 

Another’s ill hangs by a hair. 

Don’t name rope in the house of the hanged. 

He is safe who sounds the bell. 

Bdiind the Cross stands the Devil. 

God grant it and Sin be deaf. 

To an iU wind goes dtis grain. 

Not with whom thou art bred, but with whom thou art fed. 

St. Peter is very well at Rome. "• 
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The dog saw himself in linen breeches and did not know his 
companions. 

Let folks laugh, so I go warm. 

When they offer thee a calf, run wif'h the rope. 

ijow impossible it is not to wonder, wben we read of 
Don Quixote’s adventures in Barcelona, what the Knight 
of the Rueful Feature would feel to-day about events in 
Spain. He was certainly glad enough to escape from his 
luxurious imprisonment with those idle patrons. 

“Liberty, Sancho, is one of the most precious gifts which 
Heaven has bestowed upon man. With it no treasure can be 
compared which the earth contains or the sea conceals. For , 
liberty, as for honour, one can and shoidd adventure life. . . . 
In the midst of those high-seasoned banquets methought I was 
suffering the straits of hunger, for I enjoyed them not with the 
same freedom as if they had been mine own ; for those obUga- 
tions, which benefits and favours received impose, are bonds 
which will not let the mind range freely. Happy the man to 
whom Heaven has given a crust of bread, without the obligation 
of thanking any for it but Heaven itself!” 

Tiresome and silly though the pranks were that those 
rich idlers played on our wanderers, we at least owe to 
them the piquant situation of the thousands of lashes 
which Sancho had to inflict on himself for the disen- 
chanting of Dulcinea. 

It is, I think, j)artly owing to what might be called the 
“skin for skin” intimacy between master and man — ^as 
when Sancho suddenly looks at Don Quixote and bluntly 
expresses his wonder that any wench could be excited to 
amorousness by such a figure, or, on die other hand, 
when with the utmost delicacy of consideration he gets 
him out his cage in order that he may do “what we can 
only do for ourselves” — ^that the hvingness of the pair 
attained to such an absolute of reality. 

It is in connection with the putting off of this “dis- 
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enchanting” process diat Sancho bursts into his famous 
eulogy upon sleep. 

“O squire without pity! . . . Through me thou hast seen 
thyself a Governor and through me thou seest thyself in near 
expectation of being a Count ... for post tenebras spero lucent.” 

“I know not what that is,” repHed Sancho. “I only know 
that while I sleep I have no fear, nor hope, nor trouble, nor 
glory; and good luck to him who invented sleep, a doak which 
covers all a man’s thoughts, the meat which takes away hunger, 
the water which quenches thirst, the fire which warms cold, the 
cold which tempers the heat ; to end up, the general coin with 
which all things are bought, the balance and weight which levels 
the shepherd with the king, and the fool with the wise man.” 

Certainly if it were the sweet perilous drug of Romance 
that sent Don Quixote crazy, Cervantes took a strange 
way of combating it. Why, he has set an eternal adver- 
tisement of it among the stars. 

It is as if, when he took up that pen of which he speaks 
so touchingly, to attack this thing, the real Don Quixote, 
armed at all points, appeared at his elbow. Did he appear 
in vain at his elbow when it came to that final recantation ? 

Oh, how many simple readers there must be, who, like 
those the indignant Innkeeper told his clever guests used 
to listen spell-bound, must have relucted from their 
deepest hearts at Don Quixote’s death-bed “sanity” ! 

Well, it matters not, Alonso the Good may make his 
will as he pleases, and may thank God as he pleases that 
he dies in his right mind. To us he is not the man. From 
that unreal deadi-bed, from all the unreal death-beds of 
imperishable Romance, comes the voice of the real Don 
Quixote, still reversing all the values of this plausible 
world, still putting invisible things in the place of visible 
things, still declaring in defiance of all the vivisecting 
science of all the schools : “Dukinea del Toboso is the 
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most beautiful woman in the world and I the most un- 
fortunate Knight upon earth ; and it is not well that my 
weakness should discredit this truth.” 

For my own part I cannot help thinking that however 
triurhphant Sir Homo Sapiens, our constantly re-bom 
“Bachelor from Salamanca,” may prove to be, there 
will always be some pair of arms, some pair of legs, even 
if no braver than Sancho’s, to follow that feint voice, 
though it is as feeble and weak “as if out of the tomb.” 

With a Knight of ghosts and shadows, 

I summoned am to Tourney : 

Ten leagues beyond 
The wide world’s end ; 

Methinks it is no journey. 



MELVILLE AND POE 


P OETRY can round off a subject better than 
prose, so I will break the natural chronological 
order and begin with Herman Melville. It is 
hard for me to understand any reader selecting 
as his favourite work of this great genius any 
book but Moby Dick or the White Whale. 

Compared with Moby Dick, both Typee — Narrative of a 
Four Months* Residence among the Natives of a Valley of the 
Marquesas Islands, and Omoo — Narrative of Adventures in 
the South Seas, are characteristic and original productions ; 
but hardly “immortal works of art.” 

But an “immortal work of art” in the purest sense is 
Moby Dick. In fact, I regard it as the greatest book about 
the sea ever written ; and it interests me to note how our 
best present-day sea-vnciter, James Hanley, in every new 
sea-tde he writes, approximates more and more closely 
to the particular category of human imagination repre- 
sented by Melville, and less and less to tbiat represented 
by Joseph Conrad. Though few writers could be more 
of a landlubber than I, I am inclined to claim certain 
advantages in analysing Melville’s genius not permitted 
to aU. Criticism, as Goethe says, ought to be positive. 
Carping, captious, academic stricture is totally devoid of 
value ; though it is true diat sometimes an inspired dis- 
taste, a devastating personal revulsion, like Nietzsche’s 
against Wagner, is more illuminating than aniy but the 
profoundest and subtlest love. 

But frequently one experiences an indignant longing to 
compel a critic to give, so to speak, his credentials, his 
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licence firom the Muses to take upon himself so daring 
and drastic a task. The most effective form of criticism, 
second to killing your author, is what we call “the 
Conspiracy of Neglect.” 

The first of these methods was the one apphed by the 
Bacchanalian Pietists — ^who still feel the same urge to 
censorship — to the poet Orpheus and in a certain round- 
about way to Edgar Allan Poe, whom no Nymphs of the 
purer element were able to save. 

Ay me, I fondly dream 

Had ye been there — ^for what could that have done ? 
What could the Muse herself that Orpheus bore, 

The Muse herself for her enchanting son 
Whom Universal Nature did lament. 

When by the rout that made the hideous roar 
His gory visage down the stream was sent, 

Down the svra Hebrus to the Lesbian shore. 

But it was not by rolling his head down the Hudson, 
or even by burning all die volumes that could be pro- 
cured of Pierre or the Ambiguities in a bonfire in the town 
of Pittsfield, that the America of the Fifties and Sixties 
punished Herman Melville. It was by giving him what I 
understand is technically known as “the fade-out” ; and 
I have lived long enough in his native Manhattan, gnd 
long enough in those Up-State regions he writes of in 
Pierre, to see exactly how this less violent method of 
dealing with a genius of his type can be successively 
appHed. 

Yes, few great men have been as neglected as Herman 
Melville. The later years of his life were allowed to fall 
into a sort of ghostly posthumousness ; but the wheel has 
turned at last, and by steady degrees he is coming into 
his own. 

Were the Muse to demand my own credentials for 
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writing on this man, who takes, along with Emerson and 
Whitman and Henry James, the platform in American 
Letters, I could only say that though my knowledge of 
Cetology is Hmited to a sight of the living spoutings of 
these creatures in the Atlantic and a sight of the memorials 
of their destruction in the town of New Bedford, I can 
claim to be a congenital disciple of the particular kind of 
Imagina tion, both mystic and realistic, both monstrous 
and grotesque, that was so natural to Melville. 

I follow him in my attraction to those “Ambiguities” 
in our mad life at which both the Public and the Coteries 
instinctively boggle. And before the tremendous artistry 
of Mohy Dick I cannot but feel a thrill of pride to think 
I have entered myself as a pupil in this sea-bottom school 
of sub-human intimations ! 

The imagination displayed in Moby Dick is indeed a 
model for all time of the most penetrating form that this 
great faculty can take. It does not show itself, as in 
Homer, in happily-chosen similes that become, as you 
might say, poems within the poem, nor does it display 
itself in far-fetched flights of foncy as in so many poetical 
novelists. It makes use of that deepest of all kinds of 
metaphor, the kind that sinks down into the very sub- 
stance, essence, and occult life of the thing described, 
indicating its inmost esoteric affinity, nay ! its spiritual 
identity, with some kindred emanation from the world- 
reservoir, whose external appearance is different, but 
whose root in the great underlying Noumenon is the 
same. 

if, as Goethe says at the end of Faust, everything in our 
transitory experience is a symbol of the underlying 
unknown. Imagination of this sort looks down into the 
depths of the thing upon which it is concentrating until 
the thing’s outer semblance yields, melts, dissolves, only 
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to gather again its dispersed lineaments, like the fragments 
of a broken reflection in water, into a larger, grander, 
more diffused image, and one that carries with it hints, 
glimpses, memories, revelations that have hitherto floated 
in and out of our human consciousness without leaving 
any definite or lasting impression upon the retina of 
the mind. 

Perhaps it was this same deep Imagination that in itself 
led to die gross neglect from which MelviUe sufiered; 
this, combined widh. his proud, lonely, Diogenes-like 
philosophy, which treated all competition, aU rivalry, all 
ambition, all that is implied in the lively e3q)ression 
“making good,” with transcendental contempt. 

But I think it was also his peculiar brand of humour. 
Melville’s humour is of the kind more adapted to ahenate 
than attract. To the average mind it is not humour at 
all, but on the contrary comes near to showing itself in 
the light of a malicious wilful rejection of what ordinary 
humanity means by humour. Indeed, in this whole 
matter of Melville’s humour-that-is-no-humour may be 
found the secret of his character, of his philosophy, and 
of his genius ! 

What is ordinary humour ? Well, that is a question 
curiously difScult to answer, for different human races 
have a different ordinary humour. If you take Mark 
Twain, who is a master of ordinary American humour, 
and compare him with Dickens, who is a master of 
ordinary English humour, or if you take, in more recent 
times, our English humorist Neill Lyons and compare hitn 
with the American Ring Lardner you will find younelf 
confronted by two distinct forms of ordinary humour. 
Both kinds are appreciated, and deeply so, in both com- 
iries, but their origin, their method, the particular nerve 
to which they appeal, is totally different. 
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The examples I have given represent, of course, the 
humour of the ludicrous and the absurd ; a thing that of 
necessity exaggerates our national differences ; but apart 
from this, the average American and the average English- 
man have a sense of what I might call the universal 
Tragic-Comic, a sense that they share equally between 
them, and share too, as is proved by the popularity of 
Don Quixote and Charlie Chaplin, with the whole Western 
World. 

But the peculiar “humour-which-is-no-humour” of the 
author of Mohy Dick and Pierre is neither the brilliant sense 
of the ludicrous of the writers I have named, nor is it the 
eternally human farce, so close to tragedy, of Don Quixote 
and Chaplin. It is, indeed, a thing sui generis, this peculiar 
Melville tone, and one of its hall-marks is a fierce maheious 
urge to lead this whole business of “being funny” such a 
dance that it will hardly be able to recognize its own 
features in the circus-mirror. 

That I really do know what I am talking about here is 
proved, as I say, by my having taken out my own 
apprentice papers in this sub-oceanic, Hermanic, ceto- 
logical school of humour that is not comical. 

One grand aspect of this peculiar Melvillean humour is 
its ht^e and unashamed naivety a tremendous simplicity 
of buffoonery that is as imperturbable to the harpoons of 
facetious devemess as the featureless forehead of Moby 
Dick himself. 

Another ^pect of it, if so it may be called, which is 
rather its sea-weed root in the dim morbidezza of the 
man’s marine soul, is Melville’s abysmal pessimism. Here 
I am of opinion he is as profoundly American as Walt 
Whitman is American in his optimism. These two are, 
indeed, the grandest products of American genius, with 
Emerson standing like a canny Arctic explorer between 
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a leviathan spouting sub-human joy and a Kraken wallow- 
ing in the sea-ooze of sub-human spleen. 

The truth is, the pessimism of Melville actually does 
resemble what we may well suppose to be the attitude to 
life of the Father of all Devil-Fish as it hes at the bottom of 
die bottomless sea. It is an inarticulate pessimism, enor- 
mous, sluggish, titanic, such as the first children of Uranus 
and Gaia may well have had as they pondered on the 
gulfe of existence. 

It is closely linked ■with the peculiar sadness of the more 
continuous elements; of the desert where there is only 
sand, of the sea where there is only water, of the poles 
where there is only snow; and it is linked too with 
certain uncanny phenomena in Nature which are wdrd 
rather than beautiful, such as this extraordinary yellow 
substance kno'wn as hrit upon which the Greenland or 
“Right Whale” feeds, and such as this monstrous sea- 
bottom squid : 

Slo-wly "wading through the meadows of hrit, the Pequod still 
held on her way north-eastward towards the island of Java, a 
gende air impelling her keel . . . but in this profound hush of 
me visible sphere a strange spectre was seen by Daggoo from 
the mainmast head. In the distance a great white mass lazily 
rose, and rising higher and higher and (h^tangling itself from 
the azure, at last gleamed before our prow like a snow-dide, 
new slid from the hills. Thus glistening for a moment as slowly 
it subsided and sank. Then once more arose and silendy gleamed. 

. . . Almost forgetting for the moment all thoughts of Moby 
Dick we now gazed at the most wondrous phenomenon that the 
secret seas have hitherto revealed to mankind. . . . furlongs in 
leigth and breadth . . . loi^ arms curling and twisdi^ ... no 
perceptible free or front did it have ; no conceivable tokai of 
either sensation or instinct ; but undulated there on the billows, 
an unearthly, formless, chance-Uke apparition of life. As with 
a low suddng sound it slowly disappeared again, Starbuck, still 
gazing at the agitated waters where it had sunk, ■with a wild 

517 



THE PlEASURES OF LITERATURE 

voice exdaimed, “Almost rather had I seen Moby Dick and 
fought him than to have seen thee, thou white ghost !” 

“What was it, sir >” said Flash. 

“The great live squid which they say few whale ships ever 
beheld and returned to their ports to tell of it. . . . They fancy 
that the monster to which these arms belonged ordinarily clings 
by to the bed of the ocean ; and that the Sperm whale, 
Ttniilfff other species, is supplied with teeth in order to attack and 
tear it.” 

It is in fact — ^as one follows Melville’s imagination 
pl unging into the heart of this ScyUa, of this Briareus of 
fabulous legend; and what woidd one not give for a 
sciaitific and historical work by him on die Sea-Serpent > 
— ^it is, I say, exacdy die sort of pessimism that the Titans 
must have had, and that an incredibly vast sea-monster 
in its dumb, blind way might be conceived as possessing, 
that is darkly intimated in Moby Dick 
Melville was too Kxaken-like a man even to want to be 
redeemed by Jesus Christ, too deeply acquainted with the 
appalling cannibalism of life to be able to feel anything 
towards the Absolute but the deep, dark discomfort and 
sullen suspicion of primeval matter made conscious of 
itself through pain. Sorrow and pain to this man’s mind 
were certainly mote characteristic of the nature of the 
universe than joy and well-being. In this, as in almost 
everything else, he is the extreme opposite of Emerson, 
who, like Goethe, made a cult of turning away from the 
mad and the sick and the monstrous. 

But the curious thing about the pessimism of Melville 
is that it is a mystical pessimism. Almost all mystics are 
by nature happy. Like Blake — perhaps the only perfecdy 
happy prophet — ^they find in the mystical world their 
grand escape from the miseries of the actual. 

But the mysticism of Melville is a dark Satanic mysticism. 
He seems to detect in the First Cause Himself an element of 
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mysterious evil. It is clear he is a reader of Rabelais; but 
Rabelais gives bun no comfort. The man who knows the 
Truth, he says, the man who is the Truth, is the Man of 
Sorrows. 

With a wise knowledge of his own limitations Melville 
differentiates very Htde between the tone and accent and 
pecuhar lingo of his Cape Cod mate, his Martha’s Vine- 
yard mate, and his Nantucket mate. None of them utter 
their sentiments in a style that differs very much, save in 
degrees of passionate intensity, from the style of Ahab, the 
Pequod’s captain. They all use the “thou” and “thee” 
of the Quakers ; but beyond this they all speak in Mel- 
ville’s own huge, imagistic, occult maimer. 

It is true they are all constantly indulging in saturnine 
jesting, that curious jesting of Melville that resembles the 
jests that might be made by some monstrous nodding 
Mask among the freaks in a Circus-Parade ; but just as 
the Pequod itself seems like a Phantom Ship upon a 
fabulous Cruise, so the talk of these men is so heightened 
by the mystic quest they are following as to resemble 
anything rather than the real talk of real whale-fishers 
upon a real sea. 

The three harpooners, however — Queequeg, the kindly 
Cahban from the South-seas ; Tashtego, the' pure-bred 
Indian from “Gay’s Head,” Cape Cod ; and Daggoo, the 
majestic Negro — ^are sometimes permitted, but even in 
their case rarely, to use a speech other than the grandiose 
language of their author. The old Manx sailor, with^his 
Druidic predictions, and Fedallah, the mysterious Paxsee, 
whose fate is so closely linked -with that of Ahab, never 
utter a word that isn’t in the dark, brooding titan-speech 
of Melville. The real exception is Pip, the negro boy, 
who in a fit of panic jumps out of me boat and goes 
insane from being left in the sea so long. His mad words 
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are wonderfully dramatic and natural; and, indeed, in 
everything relating to Pip, Melville introduces a more 
hmnanly-poignant note. 

But tie symbolic grandeur of this brooding and sombre 
masterpiece, in which the fathomless American reserve, 
and the ^thornless American pessimism, and the fathom- 
less American occultism are all embodied, finds its corn- 
summation in tbe figure of the White Whale himself. 
Nor did this Elemental Mystery vanish with Melville. 
I find it heaving up again in the work of Masters and 
Dreiser. 

The White Whale swam before him as the monomaniac 
incarnation of all those malicious agencies which some deep 
men feel eating in them, till they are left Uving on with half a 
heart and half a lung. That intangible malignity that has been 
firom the beginning ; which .the ancient Ophites of the East 
reverence in their statute devil ... all that most maddens and 
torments, all that stirs up the lees of things ; all truth with 
mahce in it ; all that cracks the sinews and cakes the brain ; 
all the subtle demonisms of life and thought. . . . 

Here then was this grey-headed, ungodly old man ... at 
the head of a crew made up of mongrel renegades and cast- 
aways and cannibals . . . and how it was that they aboundingly 
responded . . . what the White Whale was to diem ... or 
how in some dim unsuspected way he might have seemed the 
gliding great demon of me seas of life — ^all this to explain would 
be to dive deeper than Ishmael can go. The subterranean miner 
that works in us all, how canzone tell whither he leads his shaft 
by the ever dnfting, muflSled sound of hh pick ? 

I am contmualiy being made aware, as I too — a timid 
and awestruck book-worm — ^follow in the wake of the 
"Pequod, in the wake of Queequeg and Tashtego and 
Daggoo and Pip, of rhythms and mts and cadences and 
diapasons, whim in the heave of their vessel, a vessel 
rigged with the hemp of our deepest nerves and figure- 
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headed with the phalHc coulter of our most dangerous 
defiance, made me think of the resonant prose-music of 
Sir Thomas Browne. 

And in spite of Melville^s cetological substitute for what 
our facetious sun-fishes call sense of humour,” there 
come passages sometimes — as, for instance, where white 
Ahab and black Pip play priest and acolyte as he nails the 
Doubloon to the mast — that mount up to the tossing bells 
and streaming beard of a fren2y not unknown to us : — 

Edgar. Look where he stands and glares ! Wantest thou eyes 
at trial, madam ? 

Come o’er the bourn, Bessy, to me — 

Fool Her boat hath a leak 

And she must not speak 

Why she dares not come over to thee. 

The old prophetic Manxman is now staring at the 
Doubloon — ^and I do not know a grander example of the 
mystic identity between the souls of things and the souls 
of events than the part played by this Doubloon : 

I’ve studied signs and know their marks ... the old witch 
in Copenhagen taught me . . . and now in what sign will the 
sun then be ? The horseshoe sign ; for there it is, right opposite 
the gold. . . . Here comes that .ghost-devil Fedahah ... ah ! 
only makes a sign to the sign and bows himself . . . there’s a 
sun on the coin ... a fire-worshipper . . . this way comes 
Pip . . . would he had died or I. . . . Stand away and hear 
him. 

I look, you look, he looks; we look, ye look, they look. 

. . . Caw! Caw! Caw! Caw I Caw! . . . 

I can stand the rest ; for they have plain wits ; but he’s too 

a -wittin for my sanity. . . . Heres the ship’s navel, this 
oon here, and they are all on fire to unscrew it . . . when 
aught’s nailed to the mast it’s a sign that things grow desperate, 
... Ha! ha! old Ahabl the White Wh&; he’ll nail ye! 
This is a pine tree. My father, in old Tolland county cut down 
a pine tree once, and found a silver ring grown over in it . . . 

521 



THE PLEASUBES OF LITEEATURE 

and so they’ll say one day ... oh, the gold! the precious, 
precious gold ! the green miser’ll hoard ye soon ! 

But of the concluding passages of this book, unequalled 
for imaginative grandeur save in the great poets, I will 
only as & finale quote one minor passage : 

The ship ? . . . Soon they, through dim bewildering mediums, 
saw her sidelong fading phantom as in the gaseous Fata Morgana ; 
only the uppermost masts out of water, while fixed by infatua- 
tion or fidehty or fiite to their once lofty perches, me pagan 
harpooners still maintained their sinking lookouts on the sea. 

But as good an example as could possibly be found of 
the mystical fusing power possessed by Melville is the 
manner in which he speaks of the Pequod as she sank, 
dragging down with her the sky-hawk caught against the 
mast-top by the harpooner’s hammer, and thus, like 
Satan, refusing to sink to hell “till she had dragged a 
living part of heaven along with her, and hehneted her- 
self with it.” 

And if Melville’s imagiaation is an immortal triumph 
of the peculiar American genius, hke no other in me 
world, so also, though in a very different sense, is the 
imagination of Edgar Allan Poe. 

Tike best spiritusd bridge that I can find, to lead us back- 
ward in an inevitable reversion to this great poet, is a line 
or two from Melville’s extraordinary chapter in praise of 
the supernatural element of terror that is the inverse side 
of the traditional holiness which our race attributes to the 
Gargantuan mystery of whiteness. 

All lovers of Poe will recognize, I think, in this analysis 
of the shudder that comes over us in the presence of 
certain aspects of whiteness, a mood akin to Poe’s genius ; 
and it must be remembered that Moby Dick was not 
writttsn till just about one year after the death of Poe. 
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Melville has been speaking of a New England colt, 
terrified by the shaking in the air behind him of a buffalo- 
skin. 

Though neither knows where lie the nameless things of 
which me mystic sign gives forth such hints ; yet with me, as 
with the colt somewhere those things must exist. Though in 
many of its aspects this visible world seems formed m love, the 
invisible spheres were formed in fright . .. . and pondering all 
this the pabied universe lies before us like a leper. . . . 

Now if Melville was under-rated by the Nineteenth 
Century, Poe, just as unfairly, is under-rated in the 
Twentieth; and yet it is this very same supernatural 
shiver — ^as if in the presence of “invisible spheres formed 
in flight” — that he, of all men, is the hierophant. 

How are we to account for the downward trend at this 
particular hour, especially in England, of this great poet’s 
reputation ? 

I think there are many causes. . For one thing, all human 
ideas move in spiral cirdes as evolution proceeds. Behind 
the philosophy, the sdence, the amusements, the con- 
sdence, the psychology, the religion, of each age moves 
some fatal destiny. 

Now this destiny is like a tide sweeping round the feet 
of the Individuals who have the power to make what we 
call world-Literature, and all these, as Goethe so pro- 
foundly says, are linked to their age hy their weakness. 
Their strength and their greatness, however, consist in 
thdr^ability to resist this tide, for the highest and deepest 
things are the things least affected by this spiral flow. 
Homer would understand Shakespeare, and Aeschylus 
Hardy ; whereas the minor men of talent of such different 
epochs would patronize each other with supercilious 
contempt. 

Nothing reveals the real stature of a modem mind more 
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effectively than its attitude to the great figures of the past. 
Whai you hear a clever modem roundly disparaging 
some tremendous figure of the past, it is a proof that he 
himself is of so moderate a stature that the tide of evolu- 
tion has carried him off his feet. His voice is the voice of 
a straw on the swift current, whose chief service is to 
indicate what is not very obscure, the direction in which 
the stream is flowing. 

What those of us mean by Poetry, who are transported 
with pleasure by the poetry of Homer, and Shakespeare, 
and i^ton, and Keats, and Blake, and all the anonymous 
Ballads, is a certain very definite blend of emotion and 
magic and music. As Milton says, it is something that 
is “simple, sensuous, and passionate,” but as Milton also 
says, it is something that doesn’t depend on rhyme ; some- 
thing, dierefore, that can certainly include the “firee verse” 
of volumes like Leaves of Grass and Spoon River Anthology. 

But it is something, as those of us who love it most and 
are most steeped in its subtle laws know to our cost, that 
does not include the witty, clever, startling, epigrammatic 
social-philosophic verse diat is the top-crest to-^y of the 
Hterary fiishion. 

I should be a fool to disparage the value of this phe- 
nomenon as a new and remarkable aesthetic medium ; but 
it is only a clouding of issues to confuse the purely mental 
and virtuoso-artistic pleasure which we derive from the 
work of those who use this new medium, a medium which 
is neither “simple nor sensuous nor passionate,” but on 
the contrary is obscure, intellectual, and dispassionate, 
with the emotional, magical, and musical pleasure we 
derive from what for more than two thousand years we 
have learnt to call poetry. 

But there is, I think, another reason why, at least among 
English critics, there is so marked a tendency to disparage 
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Et^ar Allan Poe. He is, in a very peculiar sense, an 
un-English poet. Of Northern Irish parentage, riddled 
through and through with the genius loci of the most 
Eng lish of the American Colonies, educated at a boarding- 
sdiool in England during his most impressionable years, 
his dominant mental tendency is as remote from the 
En glis h one as was tbat of Oscar Wilde or Benjamin 
Disradi, or in spite of the cult they made of these islands, 
of Conrad or Henry James ; while die literature upon 
whicb his genius exercised its chief influence when he was 
dpd was not ours but that of France. 

And not only is our English spirit peculiarly liable to be 
unfair to Poe, who had, from our point of view, no sense 
of humour, and whose “art for art’s sake” strikes us as a 
teasing aflectation, and his mania for analysis as a knife in 
the morgue, both the two chief modem schools of poetry 
in England, the one I might call the “Curfew and Cow- 
slip” school and the one I might call the “Barbed Wireless” 
school, are at the opposite pole from his erotic fantasias 
and sepulchral bizarreries. The one lives sensibly and 
genially on ale in the tavern, the other sensibly and angrily 
on whisky in the gas-house : while the least drop of that 
nepenthe which Helen of Troy brought from Egypt was 
enough to turn Edgar Allan Poe’s wits. 

Many of the circumstances of Poe’s life had no small 
resemblance to those of the life of Coleridge; and I 
confess I find it hard to see how lovers of die subtly- 
imagiaative, subdy-musical, and subdy-terrifying Cole- 
ridgean efiects, can refuse their impassioned adherence to 
the almost precisely similar note in Poe. 

It is of Poe as one of our major poets that I want to 
speak, not of Poe as a prose-writer, else it would be 
possible to extract from ms Tales of Mystery specimens of 
a power of conjuring up what Melville might call the 
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Fear-Spasms of God which would make many modems, 
who have forgotten to what Terrors he can steel himsHf 
wish they had let him alone ! The dark engine he employs 
to evoke these horrors might be called the imagination of 
the nerves. Pain plays little part in it. It is rather the 
quivering of the antennae of the pain-nerves before the 
actual shock comes which concerns him. 

And I suspect no one but a professional psychologist 
knows the amount of steely wiU, of adamantine will, of 
aboriginal Red-Indian will, that was required when he 
allowed his, trembling soul to be hunted, as slave-dealers 
hunt slaves, or harriers hares, till, turning at bay at tike 
black-ice-wall of the last barrier, he defied “those spiritual 
spheres which were created in flight.” 

It would almost seem as if Poe were the most entirely 
non-moral poet who ever lived! Unlike Shelley and 
Byron, he is completely devoid of any social or revolu- 
tionary entibusiasm. He is equally devoid of any philo- 
sophic, or, in the ordinary sense of tihe word, any spiritual 
doctrine. 

Like Keats, he reverences nothing in Heaven or Earth 
save “the Principle of Beauty and the memory of Great 
Men” ; but unlike Keats, there is nothing in mm of that 
Shakespearean humanity, that Homeric sense of the pathos 
and tragedy of normal human life, which is perhaps a 
richer poetic inspiration than any spiritual or meta- 
physical message. His life-illusion is subjective and ego- 
centric to a degree such as only a nature of hard and 
crystalline detachment could sustain without going mad. 
But so intense and so concentrated was his genius that he 
has done what few merely artistic poets can do, he has 
created, or perhaps it would be bettor to say he has 
discovered, a world of romantic and morbid loveliness, 

. into vhich, now that he has pointed the way, lovers of 
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his poetry can pass at will. It hangs suspended in the 
middle-air, this region, like an enchanted sky-pillared 
mirage, like the mysterious and magic Caer Sidi of the 
old Welsh bards. It is the impalpable City, built upon 
the waters, “out of Space, out of Time,” wherein all die 
wild, self-centred, erotic cravings, such as philosophy 
destroys and morality condemns, may take refuge. It 
was of this unearthly but yet distincdy un-celestial region 
that he wrote in his second published volume, his 
Endymion as it were, and called it by the Arabian name, 
Al Aaraaf. But the appearance of this book, early in 
1830, excited, so one of his biographers assures us, “more 
merriment than interest” among its readers. 

It was this same Al Aaraaf that he “palmed off,” as my 
biographer of the early ’nineties says, fifteen years later, 
“before a disappointed audience at the Boston Lyceum.” 
Well ! this queer poem excites in the present writer other 
emotions than those of merriment. 

To my mind, youthful though it is, it is a much more 
significant and interesting production than the more 
popular Bells which he finished only a few months before 
his death. To me it contains, indeed, many premonitory 
hints and embryo suggestions of some of his grandest 
and most inspired effects. 

The Paolos and Francescas who select Al Aaraaf as their 
refuge after death are doomed, the youthful Poe informs 
us in his notes, to eventual annihilation ; but they regard 
their experiences in this region as worth even that price. 

Thdr fate is suggested in the final lines of this curious 
poem : 

Thus, in discourse, the lovers whil’d away 

The night that waned and waned and brought no day. 

They fell : for Heaven to them no hope imparts 
Who hear not for the heatup of their hearts. 
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Well! it appears that the partisans of the schools of 
English poetry to which I have referred are as unsym- 
pathetic to-day as Heaven was then to the denizens of 
Al Aaraaf. 

Let be so ! We must console ourselves by the 
thought that the two greatest Hving poets in these islands, 
the poets who follow the poetic tradition of twenty 
centuries— W. B. Yeats and Walter de la Mare— display 
in their different ways a closer resemblance to Poe than 
to any other poet in our tongue except William Blake. 

What floating fragments of his enchanted dty far 
down within the dim West did this American poet gather 
as a child from the high-walled ancient parks of the 
landscape adjoining his English School ». 

For myself, I have caught again and again, among the 
ghostly backwaters and “melancholy seignorial woods” 
of Maryland ‘and Virginia, glimpses of “alleys Titanic of 
cypress” and of lonely swamps “where the toad and 
newt encamp,” and of “time-eaten towers that tremble 
not,” where 

. . . travellers, now within that valley 
Through the red-litten windows see 
Vast forms, that move fantastically 
To a discordant melody. 

But it was in my own youth, long before I had seen 
Virginia, that none other than Thomas Hardy pointed out 
to me, with more passionate appreciation man I ever 
heard him display any other author, the power and 
beauty of Poe’s Ulalume, that weird poem that repre- 
sents the inmost essence of his genius ; and indeed anyone 
who has ever visited the enclosed recesses and leafy water- 
courses of Bindon Abbey, not many nadles from the 
mounded sepulchres Hardy used to watch in his lifetime, 
mi^t well cry aloud : 
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Ah, what demon has tempted me here ? 

Well I know now this dim lake of Auber, — 

This misty mid-region of Weir, — 

Well I know now tms dank tarn of Auber, — 

This ghoul-haunted woodland of Weir. 

Yes, literary fashions may change as they will, and 
light tide-home inteUigences may follow them as they 
will ; but the figures whose statinre permits them to keep 
their feet on the river-bed will always be able to recognize 
one another. 

Edgar Allan Poe is certainly a unique figure among 
poets! Compared with his xmearthly non-moral ego- 
centrism, creating its vistas and avenues of eternally- 
receding romantic escape firom everything normal and 
mellow and human, Oscar Wilde seems a genial wit, 
Baudelaire a bourgeois bonhomme, and Verlaine an honest 
Pantagruehan toss-pot. 

One suspects that the amount of his drinking has been 
viciously exaggerated. Probably the least drop of alcohol 
flung that arctic-cold, insanely analytical brain into a 
hectic fever. The man was the purest Cerebralist who 
has ever written poetry ; and what is more, he carried 
with him his cold sardonic American grimness into that 
“luminous void” ; till hke a steel-white engine among 
“azure towers” and “winged odours,” his inJEemd logic 
ticked out its frozen commentary beneath the moon-Ht 
battlements of the Empyrean, 

The natural result of clamping down such steely scale- 
armour upon normal human sympathies was that his 
intense ego shot like a luminous projectile towards what- 
ever dark moon of Venus it may be that contains the 
deepest and the deadest seas of erotic desire 1 

And thus it comes about that the erotic element in Poe 
is less spiritual than with Emily Bronte, less poignant than 
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with Hardy, less passionate than with Keats, but has a 
neurotic intensity of its own beyond all these. 

Eroticism of this intense kind is naturally obsessed by 
the whiteness of death ; for the dead alone cannot escape 
from it. And thus with the tick, tick, tick of the terrible 
logic-machine which is its heart, it circles for ever over that 
sepulchre by the sea, that “tomb by the sounding sea.” 

It was a romantic and ideal lust, this maniacal Eros 
whose inhuman desire inevitably “killed,” m Wilde’s 
phrase, “the thing it loved” ; for an embalmed immor- 
tahty in a “legended tomb,” reached by 'a route “obscure 
and lonely,” could alone satisfy a possessiveness that was 
jealous of every breath of air its poor Ulalume drew. 

The scurviest trick by which our cowslip-ball school of 
poetry seeks to disparage this unique genius is the old 
pedantic device of dragging in poor patient Mrs. Rad- 
difife and her obedient partner Monk Lewis whenever 
our immortal Eros Neaophilios drives a poet among the 
tombs ! But to explain the mania for sepulchral loveli- 
ness which is so dominant a note in Poe by any lugubrious 
literary fashion among New York and Baltimore ladies, 
is as unJ&ir as to explain the friry-like wit of Shakespeare 
by the fret that the jargon of the Court in his time was 
riddled with frntastical Euphuism. 

One marked characteristic of Poe’s most formidable 
poetry which our recent arbiters, drunk on their “cowslip- 
tea” or deafened by their “barbed wireless,” find, I sup- 
pose, simply cheap and vulgar, is the sardonic playfulness 
with which he deliberately introduces what in his own 
analysis of The Raven he calls, “an air of the frntastic, 
approadnng as nearly to the ludicrous as is admissible.” 

As a matter of fret, if the ghost of this great poet will 
permit us to carry his research^ a little furaer still, this 
!‘aic of the frntastic approaching the ludicrous” sublimates 
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itself when he is at his very greatest, which of course is not 
in The Raven, into something that might be called a Vir- 
ginian counterpart of the sardonic tone we know so well 
in both Hamlet and Hardy. 

Modem critics of Poe seem sometimes to play Rosen- 
crantz and Guilderstein to these airs of the fantastic ! 

Sec ! it flickers up the sky through the n^ht ! 

Ah, we safely may trust to its gleaming. 

And be sure it will lead us aright. 

We safely may trust to a gleaming 
That cannot hut guide us aright. 

Since it flickers up to Heaven through the night. 

Ros. I understand you not, my lord. 

Ham. I am glad of it : a knavish speech sleeps in a foolish eat 

Ros. My lord, you must tell me where the body is and go 
with us to me king. 

Ham. The body is with the king, but the king is not with 
the body. The kii^ is a thing 

Quit. A thing, my lord ! 

Ham. Of nothing: bring me to him. Hide fox, and all 
after. 

Is it not proper and right in this chaotic world that there 
should be one unique poet — call him a demented escapist, 
if you win — ^who turns away in Ludferan indifference 
from both the Good and the True and builds up for him- 
self his solitary Cave of Ice out of those quarries on the 
other side of die moon that Beauty stiU keeps for herself 
alone ? 

Few things are more painful, more jarring and dis- 
concerting, than the perusal of almost any ordinary Life 
of Edgar Allan Poe ; and I suspect the cause of this is 
that the average biographer is more concerned with his 
own delight or his own indignation over the startling 
queerness of the outward events that occur, than with 
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the more subtle problem of the relation between these 
weird, happenings and the provocations and frustrations 
they work, in the occult AlAaraaff of Poe’s unique imagina- 
tion. Lively psycho-analytical speculations are naturally 
roused in us by the erotic element in Poe’s life; but 
nothing is more treacherous than to apply such a detailed 
psychological science to the creative imagination. Much 
safer is it, it seems to me, to treat these intimations as if 
they were an inspiration from some j^latonic over-world, 
peopled by the imaginative “escapes’ of all the successive 
generations, and already there, pre-existent and imperish- 
able, in a planetary super-consciousness. 

Perhaps, as Goethe seems to hint, there are revelations 
from what we call “Beauty” that are in direct and inde- 
pendent contact with the creative energy that builds the 
world, and are totally beyond the reach of analysis, even 
of such analysis as this extraordinary poet loved to practise. 

Such is, at any rate, what Melville would teach us ; and 
if we were content to regard Poe’s City in the Sea : 

■Where the good and the bad and the worst and the best 
Have gone to their eternal rest, 

as a symbol resembling the White Whale, we should be 
in a position to reply to Poe’s disparagers that this craaed 
lust for the “whiteness of death’’ is only another aspect 
of Faust’s craving to reach the Secret of the Cosmos. 

It avails nothing to bring against this great poet the’ 
charge of futility. Poe’s hit-back at the Divine Comedy, 
indicated with such ghastly power in “the Conqueror 
Worm,” is no reasoned philosophy of universal dis- 
illusionment nor is it an artistic affectation. It is a voice 
proceeding from Satan, as he stands in the presence of the 
Ancient of Days. In other words, it is a voice from one 
of the Janus-frces of the Ancient of Days Himself. 
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Out — out are the lights — out all ! 

And over each quivering form 
The curtain, a funeral pall, 

Comes down with the rush of a storm. 

And the ai^els, all pallid and wan. 

Uprising, unveiling, affirm 
That the pky is the Tragedy "Man,” 

And its hero the Conqueror Worm. 

Great creative Nature, in. league with that Daughter of 
hers, who is also, some think, her Sister — ^Tyche Soter, 
Chance the Saviour — ^was kinder to Poe than his fellow- 
men. 

Nature and Chance together aided him in his life-and- 
deadi struggle with the horrible Society and the monstrous 
Morality into which he had been bom. Culture may 
have been more ideal in “our Boston,” as Poe calls it, 
than in New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Rich- 
mond ; but one does have a feeling that morals were a 
trifle more lax in those sunnier places. 

At any rate, no poet has ever been luckier than Poe was 
in that extraordinary pair of inthnates, his aunt and his 
aunt’s child. Respectable and normal human relation- 
ships were, I suspect, completely disregarded in that 
fortunate manage, a m&iage, after all, that could hardly 
have existed anywhere but in those Southern States. Poe’s 
feeling for that mother and child must have been of a 
most curious kind. Both of them seem to have been 
devoted to him, and the girl was like a Paracelsian Ele- 
mental, created by himself out of air and water. 

However unlucky he may have been in his other, later 
loves, it is impossible not to feel that, in spite of all the 
miserable poverty he endured with those two, he was 
incredibly lucky in that “more than mother” and in that 
Htde-girl wife who seems to us still as if she were only 
half incarnated, and for that very reason could no more die 
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t hap a Spirit could die ! His romantic cerebral Nympho- 
leptism was spared die danger by this good luck of dissipat- 
ing itself in casual encounters and in hopeless obsessions, 
and he could make of its fortunate fulfilment and too brief 
duration an ideal that transcended all mortal bounds. 

Alive or dead, this child-wife’s firail and evasive identity 
could now fuse itself with all those weird unearthly 
regions of the imagiaation through which he moved with 
a clarity of vision beyond the reach of any other poet. 

But what things, what things went on in the reality - 
behind these “ultimate dim Thules” of his creation. For 
instance, how like a passage out of Dostoievsky is this 
pitiful scene as described by my present authority, when 
the girl lay dying in that cottage on Fordham fill, near 
New York ! 

Once when Mrs. Mary Gove, whom Poe called a mesmerist, 
a Swedenborgian, a phrenologist, a homoeopathist, and a disdple 
of Priessuitz, went to call upon them, she found Mrs. Poe suffer- 
ing from “the dreadful dulls that accompany the hectic fever 
of consumption.” Wrapped in her husband’s military overcoat, 
she lay on a straw bed wim a snow-white counterpane and sheets 
for its only dothii^. A large tortoise-shell cat snuggled to her 
bosom to keep her warm, while Poe held her hands and Mrs. 
Clenun her feet. 

How many different accents of subtle disparagement 
have to be swept away before justice can be done to dais 
rare poet! I think the tone of half-moralistic, half- 
facetious commiseration is the most blighting of these; 
althoi^h the most unintelligent is the one that refuses to 
take his romantic subjectivity seriously, but insists on 
treating it as an artistic affectation and cold-blooded 
charlatan-trick. 

But the most malicious of these lines of attack is un- 
doubtedly the one that finds in him not only charlatanism 
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but a theatrical insincerity, corroding his nature to the 
very depths of his soul. Well, the only answer that is 
finally confounding to all these temperamental hostihties 
is the one he would give himself— the incomparable 
beauty of his best work ! 

But unfortunately the best poetry is precisely the thing 
which you can least defend ; for it is an Absolute, and like 
all absolutes, it is accepted in an act of faith, an act that 
fuses reason and logic and analysis and appreciation in one 
single intuitive assent. Where Poe is at a disadvantage 
compared with Shelley in the hearts of the “loving” and 
the “noble” is the fact that his mania for Beauty, as a 
£a.cet of the Absolute, allows no room for either social 
or pantheistic idealism. 

Where he is at a disadvantage compared with Keats is 
that his particular kind of beauty excludes those magical 
interpretations of real and breathing Nature which have 
so much more of a general and popular appeal. Keats, 
like Shakespeare, merges the narrower subjectivity of his 
personal emotion in the universal feelings of our race; 
and his landscapes are the familiar foregrounds of our 
earthly experience, felt through a sensibiHty a thousand 
times richer than our own and expressed in a language 
that “resolves itself into the thing it contemplates.”' 

Poe also is a great poet, but ms poetic realm, like that 
of Coleridge, narrows itself down to a certain romantic 
and xmearthly mood, to a certain romantic and unearthly 
miheu, which, though they are shared. Heaven knows, and 
shared only too folly, by natures akin to his own, can 
never be as influential in our mystical culture as, for 
instance, the more universal spiritual world of William 
Blake. 

But, on the other hand, no malicious moralistic attempts 
to bru% dovm the reputation of Edgar Allan Poe can be 
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for long successful ; for his poetry, narrow though its 
scope undoubtedly is, remains me only flawless represauta- 
tion in rhythm and rhyme of a particular individual mood 
that can only perish with our race ; a mood that gathers 
into itself, from a dim margin of tribal memories, the 
lonely feelings of millions of isolated souls, whom public 
virtue could not heal nor public piety cure of the “deep 
scars of thunder” of our original Fall from Heaven, 
When we are tempted, as camp-followers of the Cow- 
slip Club or paying guests of the Barbed Wireless Club, 
to regard Poe as the Circus-Petrushka of a theatric Dance 
of Death, we must remember that both the great uni- 
versahsts, Shakespeare and Homer, “find room for this 
also.” 

Here is what that Poe-like visionary, Theoclymenus in 
the Odyssey, saw, as he contemplated one laughing 
assembly : 

“Ah, wretched men, what evil is this that you suffer e 
Shrouded in night are your heads and your feces and your 
knees beneath you ; kindled is the sound of wailing, bathed in 
tears are your cheeks, and sprinkled with blood are the walls 
and the feir rafters. And full of ghosts is the porch and full the 
court, of ghosts that hasten down to Erebus beneath the dark- 
ness, and the sun has perished out of heaven and an evil mist 
hovers over all” So he spoke, but they all laughed merrily 
at him. 

And there are cheerful souls who “laugh merrily” still, 
though, let us hope, to a happier issue, when Poe writes : 

By a route obscure and lonely, 

Haunted by ill angds only, 

■Where an Eidolon, named Night, 

On a black throne reigns upright, 

I have wandered home but newly 
Prom this ultimate dim Thule. 
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It is because our critical approach, to Poe’s poetry has 
been from the wrong direction that we have laid him 
open to these disparagements. In place of trying to 
explain what psychological perversions in his character 
and what unhappy accidents in his life moulded his 
genius, we ought to accept his genius — for all his 
own mania for analysing it — as the pure inspiration 
it was, and then, occupying oturselves with the nature 
of this inspiration rather than with the pathological weak- 
nesses of its mortal medium, to seek to follow him 
into those particular purlieus of our race-consciousness 
whither his intense and abnormal subjectivity carried 
him. 

And the interesting thing to nDtice here is, as I have 
already hinted, that there should be so little that we can 
localize, or trace the origin of, ui the actual New York or 
Maryland or Virginia of this poet’s sojoumiugs. 

For myself, as a traveller for a score of years between all 
of Edgar Allan Poe’s particular cities, and knowing the 
country round them a good deal better than I know my 
native Derbyshire, I confess — though it may be because 
of a kindred sensibility towards the ghostly, the weird, 
and the horror-hinting — ^I have found even in those 
districts, though, of course, for more in the “deeper” 
South, elements here and there that corresponded with 
disturbing closeness to the fr^htening things in his 
imaginary landscapes. 

But it is not from those haunted pine-woods and those 
Uvid morasses and those treacherous estuaries and those 
weedy lethean wharfs that the darker vistas and more 
troubling visions of Poe’s inspirations come. 

They are conjured up from the occult symbols of 
pre-incamate tremblings that we all find written on 
the nerves of our race, though only a few abnormal 

537 



THE PLEASURES OF LITERATURE 

individuals can render articulate these hieroglyphs of 
“holy terror.” 

And it is as if by tumir^ this burden of ancestral “night- 
thoughts” into me loveliness of perfect rhyme he was 
able to bestow an enchanted peace — ^the peace and ful- 
filment of beauty— upon the “perturbed spirits” of this 
“ghoul-haunted” region of the human brain. 

A traveller along strange roads is the soul of man ; and 
there come to us along with the undying life-seed of 
the generations, hints and glimpses of dark moods and 
occult experiences that only a few individuals, down the 
long line of our dead, have been destined really to know. 

Poetry as beautiful and strange as this could only have 
been written by a proud and lonely spirit whose intense 
subjectivity tapped some abiding reservoir of these de- 
•bouchings firom the normal path of the pilgrim soul. 

Yes, it is not he alone — “ah, bear in mind this garden 
is enchanted” — ^who has crossed those “ramparts plumed 
and pallid” of Porphyrogene ! It is not only he who has 
learnt that “no more — 

(Such langiu^e holds the solemn sea 
To the sands upon the shore) 

Shall bloom the thunder-blasted tree 
Or the stricken eagle soar !” 

It is still there, in the long deep memory of the Mnemo- 
syne of our race, that “City of the Sea,” where gleams 
the light that is older than the l%ht of the sun ; and when 
we hear people making so much of the “crass casualty” 
ofkhis proud poet’s end, and of the brutal and ghasdy 
chance that bore him down, let us think of that other 
great poet, sepulchre-obsessed, who lost his Ulalume in 
Hell. In no very different barbarous dissonance he too 
perished, and he had gods, not human rivals, for his 
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detractors ; but tbeir common cry into the great darkness 
— ^Eurydice! Eurydice! — ^is not to be s^ed by any 
‘‘hideous roar/^ whether of the one or the other. 

And all my days are trances 
And all my nighdy dreams 
Are where thy dark eye glances 
And where thy footstep gleams, 

In what ethereal dances, 

By what eternal streams. 
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W HEN you examine closely — do not 
mean with any particular pathologi- 
cal clairvoyance, such as he himself 
possessed, but with ordinary critical 
common sense — ^what might be called 
the Nietzschean antithesis or spiritual seesaw, it seems to 
me that it is not so much a case of Dionysus versus Christ, 


as he says at the end of Ecce Homo, as a case of Nietzsche 
contra Humanity; for both the spiritual dynamite with 
which he destroyed what he hated and the spiritual energy 
with which he created what he loved were used with Ae 


deliberate intention of substituting something else — a. new 
Being — for the creature hitherto known upon this earth 
as Homo Sapiens. 

The human race, its ways, its values, its virtues, its 
religions, its rationalisms, were all repugnant to Nietzsche. 
They excited disgust in him. They nauseated him. 

At the supreme crisis of his spiritual life, in his desire 
to go to the uttermost tragic lirnit of that “love of fete” 
which was his ideal, he conceived as the worst possible 
of all issues, and therefore as the thing he wanted to be 
true, the doctrine of “Eternal .Recurrence.” 


And he tells us how Zarathustra, pondering on this 
truth, was so overpowered by disgust when he thought 
of an eternal repetition of us “petty souls,” that from the 
pit of his stomach there was tom forth the frantic cry : 
“Loathing! Loathing! Loathing! Loathing!” and he 
feu into a swoon that lasted for seven days. 

Now Nietzsche was not the first to feel this loathing 
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for our “baffled, thwarted, and much-enduring humanity,” 
as Hardy calls it. AU the way down the long history of 
our be'v^dered race certain lonely “great” ones have 
felt it, and God alone knows how many lonely “litde” 
ones! 

Many before and smce Herachtus, many before and 
since Swift, have groaned under the weight of this “great 
despising,” but none save Nietzsche has dared to nuie it 
the foundation of his message to the world. His whole 
philosophy is to be found in Thus Spake Zarathustra ; and 
as he tells us in Ecce Homo, he expressed himself here m 
oracular and dithyrambic poetry so as to catch the ear of 
humanity and compel it to hear him. 

Well 1 he certainly has compelled humanity to hear him, 
at least the Western portion of it, as no other destroyer 
of human values has ever done, and what we have to do 
with his writings is first to extricate from them as clearly 
as we can what his actual doctrines are, then to criticize 
and appreciate these doctrines, and finally to indicate as 
well as we can — ^and this is by far the most difficult, as it 
is by for the most important aspect of our labour — ^what 
particular spiritual temper and mood and tone and atmo- 
sphere are communicated to us by his books, quite apart 
from their provable or improvable “truth.” 

The personal and psydiological basis of Nietzsche’s 
work, what “set him off,” so to speak, steering his vessel 
north-north-east, was undoubtedly this neurotic disgust in 
the presence of average flesh and blood. This loathing 
for average humanity and for average humanity’s mord 
values wfll be found to have a very close connection if not 
an actual identity with the sadistic nerve. 

Now I cannot regard this sadistic urge, which I am 
sure is an element in his whole attitude to the human race, 
as ever having the remotest connection with his attitude 
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to individuals. The mere feet of his putting into the 
mouth of die old woman, who gave her advice to 
Zarathustra, those famous words about women and die 
whip, is for any pathologist who has learnt his art from 
Dostoievsky sufiicient proof that Niet2sche’s sadism was 
no ordinary itch of the blood but entirely of the spirit. 
Sadism as a nervous vice was not a temptation to 
‘Nietzsche, as it undoubtedly was — although he succeeded in 
doing what people nowadays call “sublimate” it— to 
Dostoievsky. 

But “once a sadist always a sadist,” and Dostoievsky’s 
sublimation never conceals from a reader, who has learnt 
psychology at the fountain-source, the feet that this par- 
ticular nerve-quiver was always, in a personal sense, his 
grand temptation. 

This, however, is not the case with Nietzsche. Never 
for one single flickering second do die writings of 
Nietzsche reveal anything else than the translunar vein of 
purely spiritual sadism, a vein that seems much more like 
the mood of one of Dante’s angels of the Revolving 
Spheres dian like the mood of Dante himsdf. 

Criticizing Darwin for his idea that the struggle for 
existence iniplied the will to live, Nietesdhe declares that 
all living entities, whose perpetual batde with one another 
is the basic feet of life, want something much more 
exciting than just merely to renaain alive, something much 
more active than the seeking of nourishment and the 
propagation of their species. They want, all these living 
things, to assert themselves, to exhibit themselves, to 
attack, to dominate ! Not the “will to live,” but the will 
to power is the moving force of the world. 

Being in his inmost nature and throt^h his whole soul 
a passionate idealist— “thou too art pious,” says the “old 
Pope” to Zarath^ustra— it was absolutely essential to his 
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Spirit to give life a meaning and a goal. Struggling 
against illness, struggling against what he calls his own 
“decadence,” he sought through health, through the over- 
brirnming pride and strength and harmony that come 
with health, and above all through courage, to move 
towards this purpose. 

Thus he is the enemy of pessimists, of defeatists, of all 
who poison the wells of life by their murmurs about the 
“ultimate futility.” 

His final argument against the existence of God is really 
Walt Whitman’s. “How can I, in my over-brimming 
ecstasy of Hfe, feel and act like a god if God exists ?” 

But if the only true road to the purpose of life is the 
road suggested by the Earth herself, and by the healthy 
ways of Hving things, and by the natural will to power of 
Hving things, how can he find, this naturally reUgious, 
naturally pious, naturally ideaHstic soul, a purpose fe)r our 
earth-life in harmony with strength and h^th and beauty 
and courage? How can he find a purpose for Hfe that 
shall at once satisfy his passion for a spiritual ideal, leave 
unxebuked his mania for beauty and strength and pride, 
and give scope to his translimar sadism ? 

And there is yet another “desideratum” to be won 
before Nietzsche can feel that he has the right, as he would 
put it in his haughty chivalrous manner, to satisfy his 
strange “piety.” The natural healthiness of a strong, 
brave, fighting spirit demands an element of the pure joy 
of destroying, of the will to destruction. 

But the ideal of our Western humanity under the 
influence of Christianity has corrupted this healthy bel- 
hgerency. A set of unnatural values has appeared, be- 
gotten upon the sick, perverse, morbid instinct of the 
enslaved masses by crafty priests and nature-hating 
prophets, values that place the human ideal in “another,” 
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a “better” world, values that treat as “evil” the three 
most beautiful things in life — ^voluptuousness, passion-for- 
power, and courageous selfishness. 

“Good,” according to this “slave-morahty,” is to be 
loving to one’s neighbour so that he shall love us in return ; 
to repress sexual voluptuousness so as to poison the 
naturd happiness of the beautiful and the brave ; and to 
despise the body for die sake of the “spirit,” so diat our 
weakness and “unselfishness” shall perpetuate humanity 
as it is. 

In Homer, Nietzsche would remind us, the word kakos, 
“bad,” means the base and cowardly, and the word 
agathos, “good,” means the beautiful and the valiant; 
whereas Christianity, by its implication that sex-pleasure 
and honest selfishness are wrong, has poisoned the wells 
of life. 

But while engaged upon his task of dynamitii^ diese 
fiJse values, Nietzsche was slowly building up in his mind 
an ideal worthv of that saturation with “piety” which 
the “old Pope” detected in Zarathustra. 

We have seen how that new “religion” of his implies 
a wholesome satisfaction for his translunar sadism, by the 
blowing sky-bigh with voluptuous sexual exdtement of 
all these morbid asylums for the weak and the cowardly 
.that we call “God,” a “better wodd,” “immortality,” 
“purity,” “love,” and above all “pity.” What we have 
not yet arrived at in our summary of his doctrines is the 
ideal the sake of which this “old artillery-man,” as he 
loves to call himself, has transvalued all our “human too- 
human” values. 

Voluptuous quiverings of sadistic pleasure accompanied 
the eiqplosion of each charge of his dynamite, and this he 
fircdy confesses, for he is fc too honest and too subde to 
pretend, as our scientists do with thdor poison-gases and 
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thdx vivisection, that his cruelty is “for humanity” or 
“for the Truth.” 

To strip “God,” “Immortality” and “Free-Will” from 
the trembling shoulders of cowering Idealists, gave him 
what he would describe as an “innocent-wicked” delight. 
For him, as for Heraclitus, life and war were synonymous 
terms. “A good war,” he says, “justifies any cause.” 

But the spirit of the great Nietzschean “war” looked 
forward over uncounted generations to a future harder, 
stranger than itself. Here indeed he found a “cause” 
more exciting to the nerves of a cosmic sadist than the 
dynamite-shock of any “trans valuation of values.” 

For the purpose of life, what we must, according to 
tins man’s doctrine, call the ideal of all true “Higher 
Mai” is nothing less than the substitution of a Being 
different fiom man for the frmihar humanity to which we 
now belong. 

Now there is a distinct suggestion of something of this 
sort in the words of Kiralov to Peter Stepanovitch in 
Dostoievsky’s Possessed. But there is no hint that the god- 
like Beings j^redicted by Kiralov would, like Nietzsche’s 
“Over-moi,^’ force the masses of humanity to play the 
part of “helots,” that is to say of protected and well- 
nourished slaves to their radiant selves. 

Unda our Nietzschean rulers we should have, it is true, 
certain important privileges. We should be permitted 
to retain our “slave^morahty,” and possibly even to wrap 
ourselves up in whateva shreds may have been left 
dinging to the parched bushes when the “Great Noon” 
was ova of such ragged old clouts as “God,” “Immor- 
tality” and “Free-will.” 

And let us now examine a litde more closely the nature 
of the Beings who will in future rule our earth, exulting 
in their proud and beautiful life, and for whose sake our 
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“Higher Men” have to cultivate “hardness” and “inno- 
cent wickedness” and loneliness and courage and the 
danritig feet of those who have conquered remorse. 

Well, I do not think we can blame Nietzsche for not 
defining in very exact terms what these “Over-men” are 
to be ; for since they are to be as different from human 
beings as human beings are different fiom animals, it is clear 
that evMi a “Higher Man” like Zarathustra himself can 
only visualize them, a*id their manners and their ways, 
yery dimly. 

Their nature is expressed symbolically, however, so that 
we can in a measure guess roughly at it, in the great 
yellow Lion who appears at the mouth of the cave at the 
close of Zarathustra. The word “Superman” seems to be 
a somewhat inadequate rendering of this leonine symbol 
of the Nietzschean “Over-man,” since what it suggests, 
owing to the infirnaity of our language, is nothing better 
than the excess of such qualities as Herculean muscles, 
Satanic wisdom and god-like beauty, all of which, if not 
normal human characteristics, are certainly normal story- 
book characteristics ; and represent what die more child- 
like and unphilosophic among us have from paleolithic 
days regarded with excitement and awe. 

Tbiere must be indeed, I think, to the naind of any of 
the old races of the world, like the Chinese, or the 
Egyptian, or the Welsh, or the Basque, or the Jewish, or 
the Arabian, something singularly child-like and fairy- 
story-like about Nieteche’s “Beyond-Man” ; ^d I have 
a suspicion that all women of every race would prefer to 
continue being the companions of the gulhble and easy- 
going humanity dispossessed by these austere warriors. 

But the great ydlow Lion at the end of Thus Spake 
Zarathustra is perhaps rather a sign that the “Over-men” 
are at hand than a complete symbol of their nature. 
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Seduced by the old “Soothsayer,” who may be regarded 
as an incarnation of Sdiopenhauer, Zarathustra, contrary 
to the “hardness” he has assumed for the sake of die 
future, that is to say for the sake of his “children,” the 
“Over-men,” has followed a pitiful “Cry of Distress” 
and has collected in his cave all the “Higher Men” of 
existing humanity. Here is the “Magician,” representing 
Art in the person of Wagner. Here is the “lit Pope,” 
representing the best in tie old Religion. Here is “the 
Conscientious One of the Spirit,” representing Science; 
and here, along with the “Ugliest Man,” the atheistic 
God-Murderer, is the “Voluntary Beggar” who may be 
regarded' as a symbol of the Buddha. 

All these various “higher men,” in Zarathustra’s 
absence, have been seduced into worshipping an Ass ; but 
the Master has been playfully indulgent to this lapse from 
the austerity of his teaching, treating it as a humorous 
sign of convalescence. 

Forget not this night and this ass-fesrival, ye higher men ! . . . 
And should ye celebrate it again, this ass-festival, do it from love 
to yourselves, do it also from love to me ! And in remembrance 
of me ! Thus spake Zaradiustra. 

But before the “Great Noon” in the revolving of the 
eternal circle of all things, when the Clock of the Cosmos . 
strikes Twelve, Zarathustra teaches these poor ass-wor- 
shippers his mystic song, “the name of which is ‘Once 
more,’ and the significance of which is ‘Unto all 
eternity ! 

O man ! Take heed ! 

What saith deep midnight’s voice indeed ? 

‘T slept my deep — 

“From deepest dream Tve woke, and plead ; 

“The world is deep, 

“And deeper than the day could read. 
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“Deep is its woe — 

“Joy — deeper still than grief can be : 

“Woe saim ; Hence ! Go ! 

“But joys all want eternity — 

“'—Want deep, profound eternity!” 

And the reader of Thus Spake Zarathustra, waiting with 
his spirit strung like a bow for the loosening of the arrow, 
will perhaps recall at this crucial moment that other 
strange Litany of the Absolute at the end of the Third 
Part, whereof the rhythmic refrain repeats itself thus : 

Oh, how could I not be ardent for Eternity, and for the 
marriage-ring of rings — the ring of the return ? 

Never yet have I found the woman by whom I should like to 
have children, unless it be this woman whom I love : for I love 
thee, O Eternity I 

For I love thee, O Eternity! 

But at this moment, as he sat on a big stone at the exit 
from his cave, along with his “pet animals,” (he e^le 
and the serpent, drawing the fresh, deep, lonely air into 
his soul, he was aware of “the sign.” 

“What happencth unto me,” thought Zarathustra in his 
astonished heart . . . and while he grasped about with his 
hands . . . behold there then happened to him something still 
stranger ; for he grasped thereby unawares into a mass of thick, 
warm, shrggy hair ; at the same time, however, there sounded 
before him a roar, — a. long soft lioit-roar. 

“The sign cometh,” said Zarathustra and a chaise came over 
bis heart. 

By degrees, as he caressed the Lion and allowed a 
crowd of doves that had come with this beast to perch 
on his shoulders and on his white hair, he realized that 
the hour of his “Over-men” had come, that future for 
the sake of which he had rejected pity and had trans- 
valued aU values. 
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When all this went on Zarathustra spake only a word : ‘‘My 
children are nigh, my children” — 

But at this moment the assembly of “Higher Men” came out of 
the cave; and the Lion, leaving Zarathustra, sprang towards 
them roaring so that they cried ^ aloud as with one voice and 
fled back and vanished in an instant. 

This was the second time that he had heard the ‘‘cry 
of distress'’ from the “Higher Men" ; but this time, for 
the sake of the “Great Noon" that was approaching, for 
the sake of “his children," for the sake of Titose who 
were to be as different from Man as Man was from the 
Beasts, he hardened his heart. 

Suddenly he sprang up, — Fellow-suffering I Fellow-suffering 
with the higher men ! ” he cried out, and his countenance changed 
into brass, “Well ! that — ^hath had its time ! 

My suffering and my fellow-suffering — ^what matter about 
them ! Do I then strive after happiness 2 I strive after my work ! 

Well ! The Lion hath come, my children are nigh, Zarathustra 
hath grown ripe, mine hour hath come : — 

This is my morning, my day beginneth : arise now, arise, thou 
great noontide ! — 

Thus spake Zarathustra and left his cave, glowing and strong, 
like a morning sun coming out of gloomy mountains. 

An alert reader will have noted in the Clock-striking 
Song, Zarathustra’s “roundelay," the reference to joy and 
grief, and how grief cried out for the end of all, but how 
joy “wanted eternity" ; and how joy was “deeper than 
grief,” 

And it is impossible not to ask oneself the question : 
what was the main urge — ^for we have learnt from St. 
Paul, and from Dostoievsky that in psychology and not 
in metaphysic Hes the secret of life — ^diat drove Nietzsche 
to round off his revelation with the doctrine of “Eternal 
Recurrence” ? 

Consider for a while, reader, this subhme and appalling 
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fancy; for one can hardly regard it as either a meta- 
physical or a scientific “truth.” Well, according to this 
wild doctrine, every single event, person, character, scene, 
every single moment of what, as it streams past us we 
call the Present, is eternally recurring in a vast, never- 
ceasing infinite circle ! Does it seem to yqu that this idea 
came to Nietzsche as a scientific conclusion drawn from 
the scientific assurance that while energy was limited and 
for ever taking new forms, time was limited ; and that 
therefore in the circle of infinite time and after infinite 
other forms have appeared, the same forms are bound to 
come round again, and to come round not only once 
again or even a million times again, but eternally again i 

Or does it seem to you that it was from pondering on 
the mystery of pleasure and pain in their psychological 
essence, that he was driven to this thought ? 

Or finally— and this is my own explanation — does it 
seem to you that die same vein of what might be called 
“cosmic sadism” in him that drove him to the idea of 
sacrificing Man to “Over-man,” drove him also upon 
this horrible closed circle ? 

Surely it is not impossible to imagine the very stages— 
psychological in the most appalling sense ! — by which he 
arrived at this fiightful conclusion. 

Let us attempt to reconstruct them. 

In die first place, we must remember that for seven years 
he taught Greek and studied classical culture in that School 
at Basle. It was during this epoch that he used his 
psychological imagination, that mental weapon in the use 
of which no great genius except Dostoievsky has ever 
equalled him, upon two things, die philosophy of music 
and the secret of Greek tragedy. His professional subject 
as a German scholar was philology, but there seems litde 
doubt that he might in addition to this have become a 
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formidable composer. Thus at the back of all his work — 
and one sees how, in this way, he became the greatest 
prose-stylist in the Grerman language — ^lay the science of 
words and mystery of rhythm. 

In diose seven years of scholastic work at Basle he 
fathomed Greek tragedy to its depths ; and it was here 
he not only conceived his illuminating aesthetic antithesis, 
Apollonian art versus Dionysian art, but found in the 
birth of tragedy out of music the clue to the yet greater 
antithesis, Dionysus versus Christ, that resounding chord 
upon which he was playing m his favourite Italian dty 
when his brain but not his spirit broke. 

The philosophy of Schopenhauer and the music of 
Wagner were together — the “Soothsayer” and the 
“Magician” — ^the point d'appui from which he leapt into 
the arena; but it was from the Greek conception of 
tragedy, which implied to his mind an exuberance and 
overbrimmingness of life, and not any essential despair, 
that he derived what might be called the aesthetic formula 
for his optimism in the midst of torture. 

Thus we reach what might be called the “jumping-off- 
point” for the Nietzschean doctrines, a reaction against 
three things, against Wagner, against Schopenhauer, and 
against what he calls the corrupting “Nihilism” of social- 
ists, anarchists, philanthropists, and Christians. 

But the tidal wave of his “yea-saying” to both the pain 
and the pleasure of life mounts steadily higher and higher, 
till its terrible exultation after one final frnfare of sea- 
trumpets in Ecce Homo breaks its sea-wall and floods 
everything ! 

But meanwhile his conception of the “Eternal Recur- 
rence” shows itself in its true hght as the only logical 
terminus to which this optimism-under-torture could 
drive him. He had taken Ae phrase “amor fati” as his 
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motto, and he now forced himself to exult in fate, to 
love it backwards and forwards, so that to everything thaf 
has ever happened and to everything that ever will happen, 
including the most horrible frightfulnesses, he sets his 
ecstatic seal. 

And thus finally he was driven by the urge of his 
translunar sadism to take the one last step ; namely, to 
make this rapturous love of everything that has ever hapr 
pened or will ever happen, good and evil alike, pain and 
pleasure alike, into an eternal and forever-recurrent 
drde! 

What he calls the “Great Noontide,” therefore, is the 
dramatic point on the curve of this circle when man, that 
living Bridge between beast and “Over-man,” that weak, 
cowardly, neighbour-fearing, neighbour-envying, neigh- 
bour-loving creature who must be surpassed, evolves 
“Over-man” ! He does not tell us what ultimate &tality 
it is that befeUs Over-man ; but this very likely may be 
the destruction of his planet or of his whole solar system. 

At any rate, it is something that means diat the por- 
tentous process of evolution has to begin all over again. 
It is when Zarathustra realizes what to him would be the 
worst thing that could happen, namely, that man as he is now, 
with all his cowardice and “lovingness” and feith in a 
“better world,” should return again exactly as he is, and 
that the actual moment through which we are now 
passh^, down to its most infinitesimal detail and gesture, 
should return exactly as it is, and has indeed so returned 
an infinite number of times, that he decides that this must . 
be how things are. 

The doctrine of the “Eternal Recurr«ice” was in fact 
to Nietzsche the most frightful test to which it was 
possible to put his amor fati. If his amor fati could 
swallow loathing ! loathing ! loathing !— and still 
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aj its “Yes” to life, why then it was indeed the great 
“noontide philosophy” of the eternal circle ! 

And thus we arrive at the real reason for Nietzsche’s 
announcement of the “Eternal Recurrence.” Being by 
nature full of pity, being by nature akin to a mediaeval 
saint, the wont possible world would be a world in which 
all the unspeakable fiightfulnesses of life repeated them- 
selves sans cesse. Therefore this was the truth. 

Covering, as it were, these bare nerves of the Nietzschean 
system with a Htde real flesh, we must note that the man’s 
cosmic sadism began with himself. It was auto-sadism 
here, and yet always connected with the entire System of 
Things. Beginning with the long illness firom the con- 
quest of which all his “hardness,” all his “flak” for 
decadent spiritual smells, all his “healthiness,” all his 
“dancing” thoughts, arose, what we contemplate in 
Nietzsche’s Hfe is the metamorphosis, through auto- 
vivisection, of a natural saint into a tour-de-force Dionysus. 

How different this cruel process was, in its furious 
EucJichan artificiahty, from the really healthy, really 
normal, really human theatricality of his fidend-enemy 
Wagner ! There is no one in the remotest degree like 
Nietzsche, as far as I know, in the whole history of 
literature. 

It is konic that he, the great champion of the body 
against the soul, and of life against “beyond-Hfe,” should 
have been the most purely spiritual of all great writers. 
Shelley perhaps was more emereal, and Shdley’s nerves 
were less involved in his work, but how vague and wordy 
is Shelley’s eloquence compared with the fbrked-hghtning 
and crashing dnmderbolts of Nietzsche ! 

When one thinks of the part played by the bodily 
constitution and the bodily saises in the work of most 
talmted men, it seems as if the genius of Nietzsche was 
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made of pure intellect, pure nerves, and pure spirit. As 
he says himself in Ecce Homo, he is completely impersonal 
in his attacks ; and yet we follow his sword-thrusts with 
a dehdous, dizzy sense of becoming the very blade and 
point as they strike home! He denounces alcohol and 
was a hermit in his tastes, but his work goes to die head 
like vodka or potheen. Is it the absence from his style 
of everything belonging to the body except the nerves that 
TTialcps his thoughts affect us as if they were the burning 
tunes for which armies have perhhed and cities been 
sacked > 

Benjamin de Casseres, who, like the impassioned 
“Strayed Reveller” in Matthew Arnold’s poem, has 
picked up the thyrsus dropped by some “bright proces- 
sion of eddying forms” in this “Dance of Shiva,” is pro- 
foundly right in calling to our notice the musical element 
in Nietzsche’s hypnotic thought. 

No wcJnder the serpent and the eagle and the lion and 
the doves ail clung to Zarathustra! ’Tis as though 
Lucifer himself has turned snake-charmer ; and we can 
imagine the glittering scales of the great Norse World- 
Snake rising gleaming and coiling to the surface under 
his spell — “superficial out of profimdity 1” 

Come let us imitate “Heedless Blurter” in the wayward 
philosophy of Kwang-Tse, and whisper the truth. 

It is not essential diat we should accept his frightful 
dogma of the “Eternal Recurrence.” It is not essential 
that we should harden our hearts against pity for the 
poor “Khgher Men,” or against pity for ourselves in the 
process of being “surpassed.” 

It is not essential that we should accept the “pathos of 
distance,” that pretty euphemism for the selfishness of 
man to man, or that we should treat ourselves to the 
“golden-brown drops of perfect happiness” squeezed 
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from the ripe round fruit of the eternal circle, while the 
“petty souls” of tlie commonalty drug themselves with 
neighbour-love. 

It is not essential chat we should accept a single one of 
all the Nietzschean doctrines. What is essential, if we are 
not, in the fetal consistency of our prejudice, to stop our 
ears to the most prophetic voice since Blake, is that we 
should apply to me spiritual drama of our own life the 
searching psychology Nietzsche applied to his, and let the 
arctic wind of his relentless purification blow free upon us. 

For, like the old Greek philosophers, Nietzsche has a 
way of making us feel our own personal mental drama 
as no modem thinker can make us feel it. If we were a 
Pariah, or a Chandala, or the most shamefaced “Un- 
touchable,” who can only read his own “surpassing” as 
the “Great Noon” draws nearer, we stiU could derive 
firom this arrowy eloquence that heightening of the pulse 
which even the cruellest logic gives whm its deadly edge 
flashes with gleaming rainbows. 

Even if we were stirred to that malicious “resentment,” 
which Nietzsche detects in the treacherous virtue of the 
weak, it would be a different emotion from the feeling 
that all was vanity and futility. At least the sim-sparkles 
would gleam for us on the sea-horses of Chance, and upon 
the blind forehead of the “Moby Dick” of our fate the 
moonbeams would glitter, and galley-slaves to the Future 
though we were, we should gain a fierce purchase for 
the pull of our oars and catch a suicidal beauty in the lift 
of our keel. 

The glory of reading Nietzsche is that it forces the i?sue, 
that terrible issue between the “haves” and the “have- 
nots” which ought to be forced. 

For myself, I have learnt from St. Paul and Dostoievsky 
a certain curious delight in yielding to the strong and the 
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well-constituted, which I sometimes fancy goes deeper 
than die “resentment” unearthed by Nietzsche. Indeed 
it goes so deep — or I think it goes so deep — that sometimes 
it seems to me “stronger,” if I may say so, than the 
triumph to which it yields ! These are deep secrets ; but 
I wodid like to suggest just here that there may be in that 
“low” hfe-love, whose method the proud and aristOCTatic 
would describe as “Kick me, but let me live !” a mood 
that descends as £ax down into the life^force as any heroic 
and honourable belligerency. 

But'one thing is certain. What we get from Nietzsche’s 
book is the greatest of all gifts that any writer can give 
us — ^namely, a heightening of our dramatic interest in life. 

As I have hinted before, when people say “I couldn’t 
stand it if it weren’t for my sense of humour,” they don’t 
mean that their troubles seem comic to them, or that 
dull and annoying and stupid people make them hilarious. 
They mean that life as life, on the most troublesome and 
distressing terms, is an exciting drama. They mean; “I 
couldn’t stand it if it werai’t such an interesting show, 
and if die denouement weren’t so uncertain ! ” 

But wherein lies this redeeming interest ? Surely it lies 
in two things : in the exdtemait of our contact with 
alien selves; sub-human selves if we are hermits, the 
cosmic self if we are religious, and all other human bdngs 
if we are normal. And it lies in our complete ignorance 
of the future.. 

Now Nietzsche shows us how we can so pierce down 
into the depths of human psychology and so grasp the 
dramatic issues of human life that everything dull and 
monotonous and commonplace, everything “taken ftjr 
granted,” simply ceases to exist Whether death ends us 
or not, whether we are morahsts or immoralisis, whether 
space is infinite or not, whether God is dead or not, in 
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the mere fact that we are now alive and must shortly 
die, in the mere fact that we are wickedly dominating 
others or voluptuously yielding to others, in the mere 
j&ct that we are eternally ignorant about to-morrow, 
whether it will bring unthinkable frightfulness or un- 
thinkable delight, in the mere £nct that good and evd can 
be reversed if we set ourselves to will their reversion, in 
other words in the mere feet that we can be hard or soft 
to life itself just as if life were a woman, there lies suflEicient 
cause to cry “Yes !” instead of “No !” to existence ! 

And boddess though Niet2sche’s thoughts are, and 
fentastical though his conclusions may be, there is that 
in his tone, in his mood, in his spirit, which, just because 
it is so boddess, just because it quivers with such a white- 
heat of psychological inspiration, seems much nearer to 
the heart of our ego, even if we are not “Higher Men,” 
than all the cumbrous paraphernalia of the best meta- 
physical system. 

A first encounter with Nietzsche must be always an 
event in a person’s life, the sort of event wherein you 
recall the place and the occasion. But the curious thing 
is that the same stir of excitement is repeated after a lapse 
of years. 

For myself, though I can recall where I first struggled 
with He^el and the occasion when I first held in my hands 
Haldane’s translation of Schopenhauer’s The World as Will 
and Idea, I have never opened those volumes again, and 
never shall ! 

But I cannot see a volume of Nietzsche on any shelf 
without opening it, and it is like the Tree of Knowledge 
of Good and Evd— you cannot open it without feeling, 
just as you did at first, the old fetal intoxication. 

This is because Nietzsche, though a phdosopher, re- 
sembles those prophetic soothsayers of the ancient world 
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who use a language that is sometimes dramatic and poetic 
and sometimes gnomic and oracular. He draws his bow 
with his brain, but the arrows of his thought are feathered 
witii his imagination, spliced with his nerves, dipped in 
his blood. 

And how meet, right, and salutary it is that the founda- 
tion-values of our “good” and our “evil” should be 
challenged! Things as important as our basic* notion of 
right and wrong ought to be challenged. That is what 
philosophers, wlat prophets, what poets are for. 

Let the constituted authorities, the vested interests, the 
indignant tyrants of Church and State, bar and ban and 
confiscate and bum ; let the self-preservative instincts of 
the masses disparage and deride ; the lonely soul of man 
will always turn to spiritual explosives and mental gun- 
powder, to the dynamite of Lucifer and to the deadly 
flame, driving the holy hyaenas away, that Prometheus 
carried in his fennel-staJk ! 

This artillery-fire firom the batteries of “Anti-God” and 
“Anti-Man” is precisely what our deep«t human values 
need to drive them to salutary desperation ! 

This is the sort of Onslaught that keeps our “kindness,” 
and our “pity,” and our “patience,” sound and formidable 
and sweet. Rotten and smelling of corruption grows our 
Christian virtue whfen it grows safe ; when, like a golden 
aoss on a “capon-Hned” belly, it no longer tosses .in 
the wind, tattered and bloody, against the firry of the 
heathm. 

Our Christian virtue, as Blake taught, must bear up 
under devilidi persecution, or it ceases to be itself. “In * 
the world ye shall have tribulation. But be of good 
comfort. I have overcome the world !” 

And what a mischievous satanic humour there is in the 
fact that still to-day, just as it was in Dostoievsky’s tale 
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of the Grand Inquisitor, this crafty World continues out- 
witting its divine Enemy by melodiously intoning every 
morning and every evening in its sly episcopal throat, 
“Lo ! I am overcome !” 

No, no ! The persecution of Christians is the best thing 
that can happen to Christianity. If it survives, it means 
that that shrewd “Higher Man,” the Grand Inquisitor, has 
not yet beai able to “square” his troublesome Prisoner. 

Nietzsche informs us most significantly in Ecce Homo 
that he always got on very happily with real Christie ; 
and one can understand this well, for his secret soul was 
riddled with religion. He speaks quite firankly of his 
a dmir ation for Pascal, calling him a kindred-spirit ; and 
so he was, a Nietzschean self-sadist the other way round, 
with his sprinklings of holy water and his dehberate 
bitisel Ecce Homo, even more than Zarathustra, is the 
book to read, to understand Nietzsghe ; for his brain when 
he "wrote it was exactly hke what Dostoievsky describes 
in the case of Prince Mishkuin before one of his fits. 

It was abnormally clairvoyant, abnormally lucid, and 
"with all its mental powers at their best. It is in Ecce 
Homo that he declares that he only attadss strong oppon- 
ents and opponents worthy of his most tempered steel. 
Such a strong opponent is, he feels — ^but in reahty it is 
perhaps rather big than strong — ^this Minotaur-monster, 
bom of the incestuous marriage of Christ afld the Pharisees, 
that we call official Christianity ; and certainly, as far as 
most book-lovers are concerned, the fiercer he can make 
the fight with this worldly Beast the better for all our 
souls ! 

But it is quite right also that those really powerful 
things, those “in"visible” things as St. Paul would say, 
those things that are the opposite of “big and strong,” 
those things which the churches theoretically exploit and 
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practically oppose, should be subjected to the Nietzschean 
cannon-shot. 

It is perfectly right that our most sanctified and most 
malicious humihty, our profoundest Pauline agapi, yes ! 
and such kindred human aberrations as Shakespearean 
indulgence, Socratic irony, Rabelaisean evangdicalism, 
and Dostoievsky white-magic, should be dragged into 
concentration camps and dnven into the firing-line. If 
the blows and the bullets kill them; if Christ finds he 
cant forgive, Shakespeare he cant be indulgent, Socrates 
that his irony loses its bite, Rabelais that die heart is taken 
out of his c6smic aplomb, well then, so much the worse 
for them ! But if they survive and “overcome the world” 
so much die better for us all, and the worse for Nietzsche’s 
diagnosis ! 

Nietzsche would say, if he were alive to-day, that the 
penecution of Jews is not only a sign of our own weak- 
ness but a sign of our helpless anger in the presence of 
something too subde for us. 

But I thhik that Nietzsche, with the help of Dostoievsky, 
made one of the profoundest psychological discoveries 
ever made when he declared that mere is a cunning layer 
of malicious poison in almost all forgiveness. And how 
grandly he defends “hitting back,” on the ground of our 
delicacy of feeling towards our opponent, and our desire 
to spare him from being “abashed” ! 

When, however, ye have an enemy, then return him not good 
for evil: for that would abash him. But prove that he has done 
something good to you. And rather be angry than abash anyone ! 
And, when ye are cursed, it pleaseth me not that ye should then 
desire to bless. Rather curse a litde also ! And should a great 
injuspce befah you, then do quickly five small ones besides. 
Hideous to behold is he on whom injustice presseth alone. 

Did ye ever know this e Shared iigustice is half justice. And 
he who can bear it, shall take the ityustice upem himself! 
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A small revenge is humaner than no revenge at all. And if 
the punishment be not also a right and an honour to the trans- 
gressor I do not like your punishing. Nobler is it to own oneself 
in the wrong than to establish one’s right, especially if one be in 
the right. Only one must be rich enough to do so. 

I do not like your cold justice ; out of the eye of your judges 
thfere always glanceth the executioner and his cold steel. 

. It seems that Niet2sche did not always conceal his 
indignation when mean and unpleasant people excused 
their brutalities on die ground that when pursuing without 
shame or remorse their own satisfaction they were good 
Nietzscheans. 

And yet this attitude in such people was natural enough, 
considering die mischievous delight Nietzsche took in 
making god-fearing men open their eyes by his praise 
of a dare-devil like Caesar Borgia as a commendable link 
in the bridge from animal to “Over-man” ! 

The mistake our modem Borgias make lies in thinking 
they are wicked, when all they are is childishly greedy. 
Any well-trained priest would know more about the silly 
conceit of these baby Satans, whose “sin,” as Father 
Zosima would tell diem, is not really, as they would have 
us think, “voluptuousness” or “passion for power,” but 
simply an incurable self-deception, an .everlasting tendency 
to act lies ! 

After all, when one thinks of the protected life Nietzsche 
lived, though, he was so ill and so neglected, compared 
with the v^d chaotic extremities of terror and pity that 
made up the existence of Dostoievsky, it is clear he never 
had die opportunity to drop his plummet into the deeper 
seas of evil. And yet who can say? Had he had the 
experiences of Dostoievsky it would, probably have beai 
just the same. 

For let me whisper the truth. The mere ftct that he 
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selected a murdering, intriguing, light-weight rogue like 
the young Borgia as his symbol of “evil,” whether we 
admire his choice or the reverse, is proof that compared 
with the evil hinted at by Dostoievsky, and mcamated in 
a character like Stavrogin, Nietzsche had a most simple 
conception as to what wickedness was. His innocent- 
wicked “evil” is simply insensitive and bloody rascality. 

Even Goethe’s Mephistopheles could have given Zara- 
thustra enlightenment in the metaphysics of such matters ; 
and so too could Shakespeare’s lago. 

However! Nietzsche would no doubt maintain that 
when to our Christian mood, or to our Diogenes-in-his- 
Tub mood, the power-lust of even such great men as 
Alexander, Caesar, and Napoleon appears childish, it is 
because an element of human envy and secret malice enters 
into our spiritual superiority. 

I find myself wishing that that classic heathen, Walter 
Savage Landor, were alive to-day, so diat we could 
persuade him to compose an “Imaginary Conversation” 
between Marcel Proust and James Joyce on the subject 
of Nietzsche. I confess it seems to me that the history 
of Joyce’s greatness among the intellectuals of to-day and 
the history of his influence upon the literature of to-day, 
beautifully illustrate the Nietzschean conception of the 
“Higher Men” among us, who are to evoke with so much 
labour and |>ain the electric clouds out of which the 
“Over-man’’ will' finally burst, and burst with anything 
but a “still small voice.” 

Does it not seem as though the power of Joyce’s brain, 
his astovmding aradition, ms contempt for all the old- 
fiishioned literary values upon which we have been 
brought up, the sense we have, when attempting to read 
him, of something absolutely new in the sphere of lexi- 
cons, grammars, syntaxes, dictionaries, prosodies, rhythms 
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— though one catdies faintly now and again stray lilts 
from Rabelais and Shakespeare — ^together with something 
absolutely new in the sphere of realistic “streams of 
consciousness,” have exactly that effect upon us of troubled 
and puzzled awe that one would expect when in some 
weird leap forward of evolution our old human ideas of 
what is excellent in literature are in the process of being 
“surpassed.” 

For what would we expect from a new Nietzschean 
“Higher Man,” following Zarathustra’s “Ugliest Man” 
of “the Great Despising,” and his “Soothsayer” and his 
“Magician” and his “Conscientious One of the Spirit” ? 

Would we not expect him to be like a Gulliver among 
Lilliputians > Would we not expect him to parody our 
pathetic human ideals, sentiments, illusions, idioms, 
accents, gestures, moralities, immoralities, our monkey- 
ways and our monkish ways i Would we not expect him 
to be only interested in us as subjects for artistic experi- 
ments, experiments that will be as much, beyond our 
comprehension as this new type of brain exceeds our 
brain? 

The difficulty that we, “the Many, too Many,” experi- 
ence in reading Joyce, does indeed become, when linked 
up with Nietzsche’s Prophesyings, a most frscinating 
problem. 

One begins to ask : How for were Homer and Rabelais 
and Don Quixote and Shakespeare and even the anony- 
mous Ballads and the Gothic Cathedrals and the Old 
Masters in Painting, appreciated by the commonalty in 
their time ? Is this great gulf that has begun to yawn 
between the “Intelligentsia” and the People a completely 
new phenomenon, or has it, in reality, always existed ? 

In the mediaeval Scholastic days, by reason of the 
scarcity of books and the absence of the art of printing, 
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kaming anyway was confined to the few. Was this 
case also with regard to the appreciation of poetry and 
music? 

This is a question to be asked. And another follows 
from it. Are we to rejoice in a proud, lonely, Nietzschean 
spirit at the very difficulty that most of us feel as we 
confront this Irish Titan, whose astounding philological 
experiments, whose amazing mythological learning, whose 
seductive syllabic rhythms, whose sardonic real^m, are 
used to parody with remorseless ease all our old human 
ideals and sentiments ? Or are we to wait in sulky ex- 
pectation some inspired popular voice, some new Shake- 
speare, some new Dickens ? 

AH that an open-minded Lollard of literature can do, 
it seems to me — ^in the absence of a Landorian “Conversa- 
tion” between Marcel Proust and James Joyce — ^is to apply 
to literary values what we have learnt from Nietzsche to 
apply to moral values, and then decide, according as our 
attitude may be to this great “despising” and “surpassing," 
whether the old “simplicity,” and the old “being-under- 
stand by the masses” which we have been brought up to 
assume were the characteristics of Homer and Sl^espeare 
and the Bible and Pilgrim’s Progress and Don Quixote 
and Rabelais and Dickens and St. Paul and Dostoievsky, 
were or were not destined to yield to a completely different 
standard of excdletice, an excellence whose virtue is not, 
as hitherto, an inspired and imaginative criticism of life 
for the Many, but an inspired and imaginative criticism 
of life for the Few, leading up perhaps to a yet further 
narrowing down, when the great men of letters write 
only for die Very Few ; until at last 

But I am b^h“hng to assume the rAle of “the Ugliest 
Man” in Thus Spake Zarathustra, who permitted himself 
to speak as follows of the simple admirers of the spirit of 
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Jesus and Don Quixote and Dickens as he strained forward 
in his self-despising towards Man’s surpassing : 

Beyond all these do I look, as a dog looketh over the hacks 
of thronging flocks of sheep. They are petty, good-wooled, 
good-willed, grey people. 

As the heron lookem contemptuously at shallow pools, with 
backward-bent head, so do I look at the throng of grey litde 
waves and wills and souls. 

Too long have we acknowledged them to-be right, those 
petty people : so we have at last given them power as well ; — ^and 
now do they teach that good is only what petty people call good. 

And “truth” is at present what the preamer spake, who 
himself sprang from them, that singular saint and advocate of 
the petty people, who testified of himself : “I — am the truth.” 

That immodest one hath lor^ made the petty people greatly 
puffed up, — ^he who taught no small error when he taught : 
*1— am the truth.” 

But we have followed this line of thought J&r enough 
if we, have succeeded in suggesting that the creation, by 
the efforts of lonely “Higher Men,” of the same sort of 
transvaluation of values in literature and art as Nietzsche 
struggled to suggest in morals is a natural imphcation of 
this evolutionary leap forward towards the “Great Noon- 
tide.” Some readers of Nietzsche will naturally be 
tempted to go further afield still and to drag his formid- 
able name into our present-day racial and ideological 
contortions ; but it is very hard to hazard a guess upon 
what side he would range himself were he alive to-day. 

He certainly would be opposed to the mass-spirit and 
the nationahstic spirit of the totalitarian states. But on 
the other hand, I cannot see him as very sympathetic to 
our capitalistic, parhamentary democracies. I have a faint 
inkling that something about our English aristocracy 
would appeal to him ; but at the same time I cannot see 
him “taking refuge” in England! Were one to select 
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for ^im a spot upon the surface of the earth from whidi 
he could survey the “good wars that justify any cause,” 
one would, I think, hesitate between Switzerland and 
Thibet ; for the truth is — and we may as well out with 
it — ^diat this great champion of “frightfulness” and “hard- 
ness” and swords and guns not only “fought shy,” as we 
say, of those “dangerous playthings” with small waists 
and soft: bosoms that are the perplexity of “Higher Men,” 
but had in his own life little experience, till his brain 
broke down, of what human beings can suffer — things a 
good deal worse than the physical weakness and the 
mental neglect which he shared with so many. 

But the Nietzschean battle-field is, after all, the mind of 
man-, and Heaven knows there is enough “war” and 
“fiightfulness” there to try the spirit of the most heroic. 
And one feels that there must have been many mothers 
of our much-enduring race tempted to retort in the words 
of Euripides’s Medea, that the travail of child-birth is as 
much a test of courage as swords and bullets. 

AU the same, I am ready to confess it does rouse my 
anger to hear some clever smug rogue who knows nothing 
of what our old Puritans used to call “wrestling with the 
Lord” make vulgar sport of Nietzsche’s desperate spiritual 
paradoxes. At the worst, they are splendid lies; and a 
person who isn’t stirred to the depths by their heroic 
challenge is a “petty soul” in a more serious than a 
Nietzschean sense ! How fundamental are the problems 
into which he flashes his dagger ! Is that queer urge, for 
instance, to repress sex-pleasure, which goes back to 
immemorial antiquity, to be regarded as an evolutionary 
instinct in Nature herself^ or to be held as a perversion of 
Nature, arbitrarily thrust upon us by the to power 
of sick souls ’ 

And suppose, reader, that you were a Catalan Anarchist 
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fighting inch by inch for the ideal of personal liberty 
against poHtidans, generals, bishops, landowners, capital- 
ists, and dictators, couldn’t you snatch a fine weapon firom 
Zarathustra’s sayings and turn it against himself, declaring 
that you also had an iron determination to create the 
future, and to create it on behalf of humanity ? 

Yes, I am sure the thing to do is to accept Nietzsche as 
we accept the Aurora Borealis ; not to try to light the 
coals on our hearth by it, but coals in our heart! I 
cannot for a moment beheve that there is any iustifica- 
tion, either firom the science of his day or of ours, for the 
notion that the spatial-temporal, psycho-physical content 
of our astronomical world recurs eternally in vast periodic 
cycles; nor can I beHeve that Nietzsche or any other 
scientific prophet has the right to assume that the mystery 
of hfe, which Zarathustra himself declares to be so deep, 
excludes the possibility of Dimensions of Existence totally 
outside the astronomical universe. 

Nothing is more interesting to me than to study the 
death-masks of Dostoievsky and Nietzsche. And what a 
much more formidable, what a much more deep counte- 
nance the former has than the latter 1 

Dostoievsky’s fi.ce has the raw, rugged, scoriae look of 
a volcanic crevasse, out of which at any moment a fire 
might break forth — ^black or white — ^firom the other side 
of “the thick rotundity of the world” ; and compared 
with this look the sword-dance duelHst-stare of the proud 
Transvaluer shows brittle in its tense beauty. 

In his extraordinary book Ecce Homo, Nietzsche sets 
himself actually to describe the phenomena of inspiration ; 
and none has done it so well. 

If one [he says] had the smallest vestige of superstition left in 
. one, it would be hardly possible to set aside the idea that one is 
the mere incarnation, mouthpiece, or medium of an almighty 
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power. . . . One hears — one does not seek; one takes — one 
does not ask who gives; a thought suddenly flashes up like 
lightning, it comes with necessity, without faltering— I have 
never had any choice in the matter. . . . Everything hap-pens 
quite involuntarily, as if in a temptuous outburst of freedom, 
of absoluteness, of power and divinity. The involuntary irature 
of the figures and similes is the most remarkable thing ; one loses 
all perception of what is im^nary and metaphor 

These proud words are, I confess, a great comfort to 
me when I find it hard to bear the thought of the death- 
in-life that, even while he wrote them, hung over his 
head. If any great writer got ecstatic happiness firoih the 
process of writing, that writer was Nietzsche. 

The translation of Zarathustra that I am now using is 
Thomas Common’s, with notes by Anthony M. Ludovici, 
and it must be remarked how easily and naturally 
Nietzsche’s German passes into our own Bibhcal tongue. 
Lines like these, for instance, hardly seem a translation 
at all. 

False shores and false securities did the good teach you. In 
the lies of the good were ye bom and bred. Everything hath 
been radically contorted and distorted by the good. . . . 

Keep yourselves up betimes, my brethren, leam to keep your- 
selves up ! The sea stormeth : ail is in the sea. Well ! Cheer 
up ! Ye old.seamenrhearts ! 

What of fiitherland! Thither strived! our helm where our 
children’s land is! Thitherwards, stormier than the sea, stormeth 
our great loi^^ ! 

But it is as the poet of a rapturous happiness in the 
midst of suffering that Nietzsche is at his greatest, and 
let us boldly say of this “Happiness of Zaramustra” that 
it does not matter what strange theories of the logical 
brain lie behind it, because in itself, apart from our 
treacherous reason, it holds the mystery of life ! 

We all of us have these moments of strange causeless 
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happiness, when the atrocities of existence are forgotten. 

I do not say they are solved or absorbed ; for even while 
we are happy something in us, aware of the individual 
nature of our luck, is ashamed of being “squared” while 
others perish in torment. But at least we have touched 
the fringe of a feeling of universal redemption ; and here 
again, as Goethe says, “feeling is all in all,” and the 
reasons we give for die feeling, all these logical “surpass- 
ing” and “recurrcaices,” are of litde moment. 

Hush! Hush! Hath not the world now become perfect? 
What hath happened unto me ? 

As a delicate wind danceth invisibly upon parqueted seas, 
Ught, feather-hght, so — danceth sleep upon me. 

No eye doth it close to me, it leaveth my soul awake. Light 
is it, venly, feather-hght. . . . 

How long and weary it beconieth my strange soul ! Hath a 
seventh-day evening come to it precisely at noon-tide ? Hath 
it already wandered too long, blissfully, among good and 
ripe things ? . . . 

O happiness ! O happiness ! Wilt thou perhaps sing, O my 
soul i Thou best in the grass. But this is the secret, solemn hour, 
when no shepherd playeth his pipe. 

Take care ! Hof noon-tide sleepeth on the fields. 

Do not sing ! Hush ! The world is perfect. 

Do not sing, thou prairie-bird, my soul! Do not even 
whisper ! No — ^hush ! The old noon-dde sleepeth, it moveth 
its mouth : doth it not just now drink a drop of happiness — 
— ^An old brown drop of golden happiness, 
golden wine ? Something whisketh over it, its happiness laugheth. 
Thus — lat^hcth a God. Hush ! — 

. . . The least thing precisely, the gendcst thing, the Hghtest 
thing, a lizard’s rustling, a breath, a whisk, an eye-glance — little 
makedi up the best happiness. Hush ! . . . 

What? Hath not me world just now become perfect? 
Round and ripe ? 

Thm 'spake Zarathustra — to himself. 
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I T was at Cambridge that I was first brought under the 
influence of Goethe ; and though still ignorant of the 
German tongue, so fiiat I cannot enjoy in connection 
with him, as I can with Homer and jDante, those in- 
timations of new worlds of feeling that we get firom 
a foreign language, I certainly can say that no writer, no 
think;er,no teacher,has influenced me more all my life long, 
I do not at aU agree, though no one could be less of a 
linguist, with Emerson s theory that you can get the 
essence of any foreign genius through a translation. 
Translations of poetry are, to my mind, usually worse 
than useless ; for not only do you get no adequate idea 
of the poet in that way, you often get a wrong idea, which 
may cOng to you all your life. 

In prose it is quite different. Few of us can do more 
than glance cursorily at the French of Rabelais, but I have 
a shrewd inkling that Sir Thomas Urquhart’s translation 
runs it dose ; and I cannot believe that our Authorized 
Version of the Old Testament fiJls fer short of the original 
Hebrew. 

If, however, there is an exception to the rule that poetry 
is untranslatable, I would say such an exception exists in 
the case of Goethe’s Faust. Both the First and the Second 
Parts of this great drama are crowded with ideas that 
belong to the whole human race ; and in addition to this 
the sex-interest in the Gretchen tale is of peculiarly uni- 
versal character. Then there is the world-embracing 
folk-lore, deeper than any merely local legends, out of 
which Goethe builds up his symbolism. 
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And may it not be, too, that Goethe’s thought does not 
wed itself so intricately and absolutely to the syllabic 
sounds he is using as to be mdetachahlefiom them, or, when 
detached from them, to be unrecognizable i 

I am not one of those who in praising the First Part of 
Faust disparage the Second Part. Except for Proust’s 
masterpiece, and by reason of his dying so young, his 
Second Part was necessarily a litde hurried, it is hard to 
think of another Hterary work — mean a work that is 
more than mere “essays” or “confessions,” a work that 
forms an imaginative projected whole — ^into which a 
crowded personal life of thoughts and feelings, experi- 
ences, disasters, redemptions, has been caught up. 

The Divine Comedy itself might be called a “static 
vision” as fer as Dante’s own spiritual and intellectual 
development is concerned, and even the history of 
humanity imphcit in it is visioned as subject to an inflexible 
schedule, a schedule, it is true, with a complicated meta- 
physical frame-work, but a schedule that allows but htde 
for the dim, obscure, Hving mystery of organic growth. 

Although the Divine Comedy visiom the Invisible World 
as threefold, its Purgatory is only a temporary preparation 
for its Paradise, and between its Hell and its Paradise there 
is no interchange of experiment, experience, or condition. 

All is over, all is done for and finis hed at the fetal 
moment whan the soul leaves the body, “The rest is 
silence” ; but it is the silence of a Purgatorial ascent to 
Paradise, or of an irremediable Perdition. 

But the essence of Goethe’s Faust is that it is a living 
growth, a progressive development, fifll of something vast 
and blurred and dim and dark and mysterious, something 
completely beyond any schedule, something where good is 
mingled with evil and evil is mingled with good, and 
where both of them are surrounded by ht^e natural and 
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supernatural mysteries, at present imsolved and perhaps 
insoluble. 

Goethe began Faust when he was twenty and finished it 
when he was eighty-three ; and every time he came back 
to it after a lapse of years he threw into it some new 
experience, some new intellectual or aesthetic discovery, 
some new hint of intercourse between Heaven and Hell, 
some new vibration of the mountain of Purgatory, un- 
foreseen by the angels at either its summit or its base ! 

"What makes Faust so great a work, taking its place 
along with Lear and Hamlet, along with Paradise Lost and 
the Divine Comedy, among the universal poems of the 
world, is its constant preoccupation with “first and last 
things,” and its treatment of these things with the highest 
imagination and the deepest r^lism. 

In solid philosophical weight it has the advantage of 
Shakespeare’s tragedies, because it offers a more definite 
intellectual system. Shakespeare’s art, though closer to 
common human experience, is like a many-sounding 
ocean of mortal outcries, lashed and tossed into foam by 
the criss-cross winds of “crass casualty.” 

And Goethe is a greater help to us in our modem life 
than Milton or Dante, because the burden of orthodox 
religion is loosened, lifted, broken up, diffused, dispersed, 
lightened of its dogmatic necessity. 

Shakespeare’s attitude, when you c»me to examine it, 
implies no more than a poetical acceptance of religious 
tradition as an undertone in life, with its inevitable reaction 
upon moral issues and dramatic emotions. What absorbs 
him is the visible spectacle of the secular world, its exulta- 
tions, its humours, its despairs, its struggles, all of them 
“rounded” by the silence of death and riddled with 
insoluble mystery. 

When you come honestly to think of it, how hard it 
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is to draw from any of these other frmous works, from 
Paradise Lost with its Protestant theology, from the Divine 
Comedy with its scholastic metaphysic, from Hamlet and 
Lear with their pessimistic reserve, any real help itt our 
secret inner wrestlings with life ! 

A word of sad resignation here and there : 

Man must abide 

His going hence, even as his coming hither : 

Ripeness is all. 

or of patient fatalism : 

There’s a divinity that shapes our ends, 

Rough-hew them how we will . . . 

or of a desperate hope-against-hope in the far-offheavenly 


Father: 


All is best, though we oft doubt 
What th’ unsearchable dispose 
Of highest wisdom bnngs about. 
And ever best found in die close ; 


or of unquestioning obedience to Holy Church : 

Avete il vecchio e il nuovo Testamento, 
e il pastor della Chiesa. che vi guida : 
questo vi basti a vostro salvamento ; 

(Ye have the Old and the New Testament, and 
the Shepherd of the Church to guide ye : let 
this suflEce ye unto your salvation ;) 


such is, as honest John Ruskin long ago complained, about 
the best we can get, in our complicated mental and 
emotional difficulties, from these great poets. 

And many hold that it is-absurd of us to crave for more. 
Over the turbulent arena of our earth-life, rounded by 
unbroken silence, Shakespeare scatters the inefiable bahn 
of an imagination that gives to the worst — or to almost 
the worst — a magical “fata-morgana” beauty. 
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In a world dominated by Moloch and Baal and Dagon, 
Milton stands and waits in blind trust that the “Eternal 
not ourselves who makes for Righteousness” will one day 
bring down their drcus-roof upon the heads of the un- 
godly while to satisfy his insatiable lust for a divine 
malediction upon human male&ctors Dante sees the 
atrocity-workers of the earth condemned to a despair 
worse than any they have inflicted. 

Bestiemmiavano Iddio e lor parenti, 
r umana specie, il luogo, u tempo, et il seme 
di lor semenzo e di lor nascimend. 

(They blasphemed God and their parents, the 
human race, the place, the time, 
and the seed of their engendering 
and of their birth.) 

But, as the indignant Ruskin says, it is hard, when we 
ask the greatest geniuses of our race for bread, that they 
should give us these stones, give us in fact the same wistful 
resignation, the same blind trust, the same implacable 
resentment, that we know only too well in the weakness 
of our own hearts ! 

But in PiJMSf Goethe does, I think, come a litde nearer dun . 
Dante or Shakespeare or Milton to offering us some more 
sohd asnstance in our mental and emotionm quandaries. 

It is, of cotirse, a well-known trick of the cynical con- 
servative mind, aimed against youth’s impatient wrestlings 
with life’s riddle, to praise widi an air of &tuous maturity 
the philosophical reserves of Shakespeare and his cardess 
acceptance* of life’s tr^edy at its face-value. As a matter 
of feet, one could easily gather evidence from his plays to 
prove Shakespeare a pessimist of a brand so extreme that 
the people who praise his well-halanced normality would 
be aghast at the morbid desperations of his spirit. 
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But the fact remains that Shakespeare’s genius does lie 
rather in throwing a magical glamour over the figures of 
our life and its appalling predicaments, than in trying to 
get behind the drama to any secrets of the management. 

Perhaps it is impossible to get behind the drama, but 
the door is not shut yet ; and from the first to the last line 
of Faust, into which, as he told Eckermann, Goethe “put 
his whole life,” we get a deliberate and concentrated 
attempt to throw into symbolic form all that he — our 
wisest sage since Rabelais — thought and felt of the general 
human situation. 

The four-square satisfactoriness of Faust, its suggestive- 
ness for any sceptical and yet religious mind, lies in the 
depth of its mysticism, in the vitality of its symbolism, 
in the huge reservoirs of religious mythology it conjures 
up, and finally in its magical closeness to Nature. 

The religious problem is at the bottom of it all ; and 
in his occult wisdom Goethe has frankly followed the 
natural instincts of his soul even where they break down, 
in their overbrimming vitality, the brittle ramparts of 
logical reason. 

And it is here, above all, that he is so significant for us 
to-day. Not to feel a certain unfulfilled craving for 
religious satisfiiction in the free of all our specialized science 
is to confess yourself a thin, atrophied, desiccated, abortive 
nature, a nature only half^eveloped, a nature blighted 
and withered in its flowering. 

There is hardly any natural religious impulse, whether 
pantheistic, plur^tic, monotheistic, pagan or Christian, 
that does not find its appropriate symbol in Faust. The 
“Chorus Mysticus” at the dose, which sounds like the 
voice of the Nameless itself, heard faintly from beneath 
the waves of the tossing ocean of Being, declares that the 
whole stream of life is but a symbol of what lies beyond. 
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And this idea, that ail our religious instincts, infinitely 
various as they are and mutually conflicting, are repre- 
saitative each in their own way, of the Indescribable, is 
exactly what we most need just now, to put both theo- 
logical and scientific dogmatism in (heir place. A gende 
mind turns in weary distaste from the arbitrary jealousies 
of the cruel Father of men as Milton’s obsequious hallelu- 
jahs belaud him. It turns with an even deeper reaction 
firom the “somma Sapienza e il primo Amore” of Dante’s 
ferocious “emperor of the Universe.” 

But the tyranny of science, with its withering of 
individuality, its contempt for the diflerence between 
right and wrong, its vivaectors and gas-poisoners, is 
worse than die tyranny of Jehovah, save that its regime 
is ended by death. 

And Goethe treats science with the same freedom as he 
does Religion. Faust is the most agnostic poem in the 
world, and yet it is the most reHgious ! Its whole tone 
and temper does exacdy what at this day and hour we 
most need should be done. It de-dogmatizes Christianity, 
turning its nobler elements into the beautiful mythology 
they are ; not treating them for that reason as untrue, but 
as humanity’s culminating symbol in a world where 
everything is a symbol ! 

In these days when die traditional churches and their 
worship are becoming a No Man’s Land of conflict 
between reactionari« and revolutionaries, it is most 
salutary to return to the atmosphere of Faust, wherein if 
all “houses made with hands” for the cult of the Invisible 
were destroyed, the religious impulse would still remain 
and the cosmos would be as full of magic and mystery 
as it ever was. 

The essaice of religion — ^that is to say, the feeling of 
wonder and awe in the presence of life and of the unknown 
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Powers behind life — ^is, according to Faust, the supreme 
and highest virtue of man. This is what Goethe was never, 
never weary ofrepeating. The more reverence the more 
culture : the less reverence the less culture ! And thus, 
in an age when a smattering of extremely questionable 
scientific “truth” is assumed to justify a human sold — a 
soul that has entered into its inheritance of the inspirations 
of the noblest minds of ten thousand years — in taking up 
a negative attitude to everything beyond the scope of the 
senses, there is every reason why we shouldretum to Goethe. 

A mind inspired by Faust would not be overwhelmed 
with dismay even if revolutionaries did destroy every 
regions echfice in the world. Such a person would 
neimer fight to defend churches nor to destroy churches ; 
for he would know that all churches in the world, together 
with all the gods and all the demons invoked or exorcised 
therein, are to be found in the mind of man out of which 
they arose, and in which, though all their priests and black- 
and-white magicians were slain, they would still survive 
and beget innumerable progeny. 

Any modem intell^ent person, if he never entered a 
church, and confined bos reading to Homer and Rabelais, 
would find plenty of scope wherein to cultivate that 
reb^ous awe which is the mghest attribute of man. 

^d the devotees of the inexhaustible gold-mine of 
hnmaTi wisdom to be found in Goethe will, of all things, 
most avoid the negative attitude in religious controversy. 
T.ifft is more religious, not less religious, than the orthodox 
hold it to be. It is the vicious, m^gnant, negative aspect 
of God that Goethe rejects ; but even thu he doesn’t so 
much fight against, as subsume, sublimate, and hypo- 
statize in the figure of Mephistopheles, the enemy of 
creation and life, but in spite of himself the minister of 
creation and life. 
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In one’s reaction from tiie too-liuman behaviour of 
Jehovah one tends, especially after reading Milton, to feel 
that it is a mark of intellectual superiority -to worship God 
as a Great Spirit rather than as a Person who loves and 
hates. But one sometimes grows aware of certain serious 
doubts about this intellectual superiority of beUevers in 
“Spirit” over believers in “Personahty.” “Spirit,” after 
all, is only a metaphor drawn from the wind ; and one 
feels sometimes a Httle doubtful whether as a worshipper ‘ 
of the Ultimate in the form of wind one is superior to 
those who worship it in the only form of which we have 
any experience fiotn inside, the form of personal con- 
sciousness. 

But the satisfactoriness of the Goethean attitude to 
religion, as we allow it to sink into us in Faust, is that it 
finds room for everything. Goethe himself declared that 
he had it in him to be a pantheist when need were, a 
polytheist when need were, and if his nature at any time 
required a personal god, “there was room for that dso.” 

No remark could be more infuriating to dogmatic 
behevers than that ! To come to the feet of the living God 
as lightly and casually as this, is, they feel, a greater insult 
than to deny His existence. But, after all, it is only 
because Goeme was so absolutely certain in his own mind 
that the Ultimate Pqwer of the Universe was not on the 
look-out for petty insults, nor had any resemblance to a 
touchy parent, that he wrote of it as he did, and felt 
towards it as he did. 

What Goethe felt was that though it transcended human 
personahty by as large a gulf as eternity transcends time, 
there was no reason why it should be something Uss. 
There were, however, a great many reasons against 
accepting the orthodox view of the three Persons of the 
Trinity ; and in this'sense Goethe remains a heathen. 
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There seems to be some law of life by which it is 
impossible for a great work of art to come into being by 
the arbitrary fiat of a single brain, working independently 
of any deep human tradition. Shakespeare, indeed, broke 
this law and achieved this impossibhty, for though both 
Hamlet and Lear were drawn firom old chronicles, their 
stories were just insignificant folk-lore episodes, without 
any mass of popular legends behind them. 

But Faust, hke the Odyssey and Paradise Lost, had behind 
it a huge agglomeration of mythological tradition and 
mediaeval legend, each of them of the sort that are of 
all most appealing to the superstitious instincts and rooted 
sex-manias of average humanity. 

Save for our own Marlowe, however, no great genius 
had made use of this rich mine of popular appeal ; and 
even in his hands the legend stiU kept its grosser, cruder, 
more sensational aspects. But Goethe changed the whole 
thing. He purged it of all its meaningless sensationalism, 
and where he retained its grosser and more grotesque 
elements he forced them into subjection to the main stream 
of his symbolic thought. 

The Gretchen episode was a pure inspiration of his 
own, and in all the Gretchen scenes he surpassed himself 
and attained a dramatic poignancy that Shakespeare him- 
self has never excelled ; but, for the rest, aU. the way 
through this huge creation he gathers his materials fiom 
the deep mass of our demonology and mythology. 

But into the heart of all this, giving it a vivid modem 
interest, he flings, in the figure of Favist, all his own erotic 
intensity, all his own titanic super-moral straggle after 
the secret of life. 

The whole work — the two parts taken together — ^forms 
a vast Mythological Cathedral ; for in spite of the Greek 
folk-lore and the Helm episode of the Second Part his 
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mystic-realistic treatment of these classical legends, with 
its incurable bias to the grotesque, is in reality profoundly 
Gothic, and for all his yearning after classical balance and 
proportion is much more Dureresque than Raphaelesque. 

■nie First Part of Faust with the piteous tale of Gretchen’s 
earthly fate — ^for tbe undying spirit of the girl plays its 
part in the final redemption— is like a sort of Lady-Chapel 
to this great Gothic Pantheon; and its heavier, darker, 
more mediaeval vaulting accords most suitably with the 
romantic magician’s cell in which Faust is first discovered. 

The device of bringing the Lord and the Devil together 
in a confederate colloquy is, though borrowed from Job, 
profoundly significant of Goethe’s intimation that good 
and evil are both necessary in the evolution of life ; and 
while the Daedalian chantings of the archangels, suggestive 
of the music of the spheres, gives the drama its plmetary 
background, it is the Lord himself who in philosophical 
detachment strikes the non-moral keynote to the whole 
symphony. In the sentence “While man strives he is 
bound to stray,’’ we receive the first hint of Goethe’s 
meaning. It is made still clearer when this is added : “In 
his own dim impulse a good man has an instinct of the 
true way’’ ; and it receives its final emphasis when this 
extremdy imbiblical pilot of the System of Things indi- 
cates his ambiguous method of keeping up what you might 
call the tone of evolution by temporary “liaisons” between 
Heaven and HeU. . 

Man’s efibrts lighdy flag, and seek too low a level ; 

Soon doth he pine for ^-untrammeHed slotL 
Therefore a mate I give him, nothing loth. 

Who spurs and shapes, and must create, though Devil ! 

How portentously upon the ears of every lover of the 
world’s great plays fidl the ftmous opening words of 
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Faust, as they indicate in unmistakable terms the sort of 
intellectual mystic yearning to drink deep at the breasts 
of life which in his own e3£perience had led Goethe such 
a dance! 

Philosophy and Medicine have I studied 
And Jurisprudence and Theology . . . 

, And I have found that all we know is nothing ! 


Therefore to magic will I turn my mind. 

The youthful Goethe himself “turned his mind to 
magic” at one epoch of his Hfe, and all the way through 
bodh parts of Faust there nuis an umbihcal cord, linking 
this huge work with his own personal adventures and 
his own cultural development. It was no doubt from his 
own remorse concerning more than one “Gretchen” that 
he drew the emotions, Aough not the frets, of this par- 
ticular girl’s fate. It was himself who turned, just as 
Faust did, from an impassioned study of books to a more 
vital but not less mystical contact with Nature. And again, 
it was himself who, like the early scholars of the Renais- 
sance but stiU more like the yet earher mediaeval magicians, 
forced his way into the undying underworld of classic 
symbols and ravished with his volcanic-gothic passion the 
calm lovdiness of the HeUenic ideal. 

The thrilling power exerted upon us by Faust’s invoca- 
tions as he bends over his magic book is due to the fret 
that we all conceal within us, inherited from an im- 
memorial past, a secret yearning to enjoy by some magical 
short-cut the hidden potencies of Nature. A responsive 
pulse begins to beat irrepressibly within us when Faust 
makes the sign of the Macrocosm ; for there is not one 
among us for whom the idea of forbidden sensual joys 
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and an unnatural power over the forces of Nature has 
not got a seductive appeal. 

It is, in feet, just in mat very quaUty in Faust which has 
troubled certain rare and pure minds that we must look 
for its real greatness; for Goethe brings to the whole 
problem of good and evil a planetary detachment that 
is not a little disturbing. It is true he never, as Walt 
Whitman claims to do, “moistens the roots of all that has 
grown” in the sense of celebrating the evil equally with 
die good; but he rejects the evil in so cold-blooded a 
way and acknowledges the Lord’s use of the evd, to bring 
forth more good, in so shameless and unshrinking a 
manner, that diough no doubt both St. Paul and Dostoiev- 
sky would have understood him, Nietzsche seems to have 
been deceived by his demonic detachment into taking 
for granted that he was a good deal more “beyond good 
and evil” than in reality he was. 

But if Faust is not altogether pleasant reading to the 
simpler kind of moralist, it cannot be much more pleasant 
for the rationalistic type of sdentific thinker. The cahn 
planetary eye he turns upon Nature, that physiognomic eye 
of which Spengler speaks so eloquently, is a very different 
approach — at once more mystical and more realistic — 
‘ from that of average mathematical or chemical science. 

Faust remains an imperishable refutation of our modem 
preference for a mathematical universe over a magical one. 
I am not referring merely to all the thaumaturgic para- 

{ phemaha which of course was implicit in the Faustian 
egend, but to what might be called the living magical 
element in the mysterious processes of Nature herself. 

Whai Faust fells back in weakness and terror from the 
apparition of the earth-spirit, at whose occult breast his 
book-magic had been sucking for so long, we touch what 
was one of Goethe’s most subtle intimations, namely that 
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Nature, in a manner totally beyond our comprehension, 
possesses a consciousness of her own, a consciousness not 
less but more than human, which she expresses all the while 
through the multiform tongues of all her children, but in 
a language that not one of these children understands. 

Like many another despairing human intellect wrestling 
with the insoluble riddle, the Goethe-Faust of this moonlit 
Gothic cell feels a sudden inspiration that it is Death rather 
dian Life which holds the intimate clue ; and few situa- 
tions in the roll of the world’s great plays are more dram- 
atic than where the Easter bells recall him to life, and with 
the stars of the morning aimoundng the happy tidings 
he dashes the death-cup from his Ups. 

Not a Utde suggestive of these temporary “marriages 
of heaven and hell” by which, according to Goethe, die 
tricky First Cause works His evolutionary scheme, is the 
fact diat our commentators leave it, as Mr. Latham says, 
“to the reader” to decide whether the spirits who cry 
out, “Thou has shattered it all, the beautiful world ! 
Build it again frirer than before !” are good or evil spirits. 

Faust now walks abroad widi his famulus Wagner 
among the spring-time crowds pondering upon the strange 
nature of his own soul — the som of Goethe — ^which, unlike 
his worthy companion’s, is tom by two insatiable contra- 
dictory passions, one for the visible world of the senses, 
and one for the invisible world beyond the senses ; and 
it iS at this cmdal moment, as he realizes the fuU impUca- 
tion of this duaUty widiin him, that Mephistopheles 
appears. 

Dost' see yon black dog ? ” But the good Wagner — for 
the abysmal spirit of FutiUty is unknown to the average 
man — ^sees nothing more than an ordinary dog, a teachable 
dog, a patient obedient dog, a well-behaved dog, just 
suited to be a scholar’s pet. 
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Nor is it insignificant that as soon as Faust is back j^ain 
alone in his cell with this docile pet, his total disillusion- 
tnent with everything else in life drives him, as a last resort, 
to the Gospel of St. John. 

Helped in his interpretation of the most crucial meta- 
physical passage in the world, “In the Spinning was,” 
by more than one spiritual power, for his black pet is 
now becoming; extremely lively, he rejects the “Word” 
and the “Thought” and the “Might” for the heretical 
but perhaps more modem version, “In the b^inning 
was the Act” 

So many commentators have had their fling at inter- 
preting Faust that the book has become, hke the phil- 
osopher’s stone, a Mecca of mystery for all occult pilgrims. 

Certainly as we come back to this tremendous work, to 
its ironies within ironies, its secrets within secrets, its 
revelations within revelations, we are left staggered at 
Goethe’s weight of genius. 

It is the only play — Shakespeare’s Hamlet is a hurried 
sketch beside it and the Prometheus of Aeschylus a broken 
torso — ^diat rivals the Book of Job as a philosophical 
commeatary upon the ways of the First Cause ; and for 
myself, as the latesit famulus to Faust, I find its contents for 
more useful as a guide to the cosmos than Job’s Apologia 
pro Deo. 

Of one very interesting aspect of man’s life, not referred 
to at all amid the terrific imagery of the Book of Job, 
Goethe makes a great deal. I refer to the m^c power 
over both the spirit of evil and the spirit of despair exer- 
cised by what one might almost regard as an erotic passion 
for the elements. One feels sometimes, especially in the 
first scene of Part Two, as if one were on the tantalizh^ 
edge of an actual formula for the seduction of the Powers 
bdbind the forces of.Nature, for these Sylphs and Ariek 
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and Undines and Salamanders, whose non-human embraces 
can erase the troubles of the mind. 

There is something in Faust as there was something in 
Goethe, that remains strange and weird and inexplicable ; 
but his mysticism differs from other mysticism by being 
rooted in a curious realism, by being a matter of persondi 
experience rather than of theory. It is this emphasis upon 
red experience that gives such integrity to his irrationd 
instincts, even to that most irrational one of all, his 
obstinate belief in persond immortality. 

The precise terms of the bond that is findly arranged 
between Faust and Mephistopheles are of Faust’s own 
making. The magician, not the Devil, suggests them, 
and their nature reveds the whole Goediean supermord, 
or, if you like, submord attitude to life. They follow the 
line suggested in the Prologue by the Lord himself, 
namely, that the essence of Good is to strive and never be 
content, while the essence of Evil is to give up striving 
and to rest in the enjoyment of the moment. 

As soon as Faust can be persuaded to call upon the 
moment, as it flits past him, to stay and immortalize itself, 
then the Devil is to have him. “Let Pain and Pleasure 
come and go as they wiU,” Goethe declares, “it is only by 
etemd striving that man fulfils life’s law.” 

Here we get a definition of the difference between 
good and evil which may well indeed set us thinking ! I 
cannot tell what other disciples of Goethe may feel about 
it, but for myself I can state my attitude with extreme 
clarity. Theoretically I entirely disagree with Goethe. 
Theoretically I find the essaice of good in harmless 
happiness, in the harmless happiness of rapt contempla- 
tion, while I find the essence of evil in fiivolous curiosity, 
in malice and in cruelty. 

I must confess, however, that in practicd experience I 
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have found it very difficult to call upon the moment to 
stay. Devilish thoughts, devilish fears, a deep devilish 
restlessness, have urged me on, have urged me to let the 
momait go ; and, do what I can, this same troublesome 
servant of the Lord goads me still into this same action 
and striving. 

Cleverer Wagners than I will have to reconcile, as time 
goes on, Goethe’s words in Wilhelm Meister, “To act is 
easy, to think is hard,” with all this praise of action ; but 
it may be the “thinking” he had in his mind was very 
different from the psycho-sensual quiescence that Faust 
rejects as he plunges into the ocean of experience to 
test and taste all ; and it may also be that the opposite 
of this sacred striving is not calm contemplation but 
vicious negation, and what might be called malicious 
inertness. 

As I have already hinted, not only is Faust un- 
comfortable reading for tJieologians and puritans, it is 
also extremely disturbing reading for average scientists. 
Goethe is the grand enemy of the mechanical-logical- 
mathematical school of scientific thought. 

While Faust is getting ready to set out to see the world, 
Mephistopheles, disguised in his doctor’s gown, interviews 
an eager student and mockingly bids him study logic, but 
closes his mockery with true Goethean seriousness and 
hatred of soulless dissection : 

He who some living thing would study 
Drives first the spirit out of the body. 

And then the parts he holds in his hand 
And there fails him bujt the spiritual band, 

Encheiresis Natura / . . . 

Never filling to keep a close contact with the historic 
symbols of humanity, Goethe liberates firom each one of 
these as he touches it that living essence whose reality lies 
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in the actual experience of the individual. Just as the cry, 
“Christ is risen!” at which the death-cup falls firom the 
lips of Faust, celebrates the birth of life out of death which 
is within the consciousness of all the children of men, so 
the drunken revel in Auerbach’s cellar, with its notorious 
flea-ditty, stirs up that sediment in the breasts of us all 
which is the water-become-wine of the Rabelaisian Holy 
Bottle. 

But further down still, among the unsanctified dregs of 
creation, must this Goethe-Faust soul be conducted by his 
graceless guide, before he is in the right mood to enter 
Gretchen’s chamber. “Fie upon such fantasies!” cried 
Charles Lamb, when he was made acquainted with the 
“he-ape” and “she-ape” of the Witch’s Kitchen; but 
as widi all the other grotesque details of this gargoylish 
Gothic Pandemonium, there is natural truth enough in 
the Devil’s having to “aphrodize” his adventurer’s book- 
benumbed senses with me prophetic crystal and philtre 
before the casual sight of a simple girl upon the pavement 
can create in such a master of magic die imperishable 
Illusion. 

When once, however, with die Devil’s help and tliat of 
die lively Martha, the lust-drugged wanderer has destroyed 
Gretchen’s peace of mind, who but Goethe can describe 
to a nicety the miraculous change from lust to love, and 
the seducer’s romantic-ideal attempts to leave the girl 
before he ruins her ? 

Deep indeed is his reading of his own heart and, through 
his own, of the universal masculine heart, as in that scene 
entitled “Woodland and Cave” which follows the girl’s 
cry, “I know not what he can find in me !” he struggles 
widh his infemal comrade and recalls his discomfiture 
before die earth-spirit’s apparition, and “sees, not feels” 
the pure beauty of Nature. 
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But we are soon given proof, as the Lord hinted in the 
Prologue, 

That a good man, by his dim instinct driven 
Of the right way hath ever consciousness ; 

for it is after he has gone back — ^in spite of his ideal resolu- 
tions — ^to complete her seduction, that we find him 
pouring into her startled ear what is no less than Goethe’s 
ultimate religious faith. 

Hitherto I have been using Albert Latham’s translation 
in the Everyman edition ; but I now quote firom Bayard 
Taylor’s version. 

Who shall dare, “I believe in God” to say > 

Ask Priest or Sage the answer to declare. 

And it shall seem a mocking play, 

A sarcasm on the asker. 

Then believest thou not e 

« « « • * 

The All-upholder, the All-cnfolder, 

Folds and upholds he not, thee, me, himself? 

Arches not there the sky above us ? 

Lies not beneath us firm the earth ? 

And rise not on us, shining, 

Friendly, the everlasting stars ? 

Look I not eye to eye on thee, and feeFst not 
Throbbing through head and heart the force 
Still weaving its eternal secret 
Visible, invisible about thy life 2 
Vast as it is, fill with that force thy heart. 

And when thou in the feeling wholly blessed art, 

Call it then what thou wilt— Call it Love, God, Life ! 

I have no name to give it — ^Feeling is all in aU — 

The name is sound and smoke. 

Obscuring heaven’s dear glow. 

The story of Gretchen's seduction seems to call forth 
every sympathy, every idealized mempry, every imagin- 
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ative instinct that Goethe possessed ; and so natural and 
convincing is the figure of the unhappy girl diat even the 
most cynical reader must feel a shock of moral — or 
immorad — ^reaction, from the deep-rooted social conven- 
tions that bring about, even without die help of the Devil, 
these world-old sex-tragedies ! 

Nowhere is a writer’s most secret nature revealed more 
searchingly than in his handling of this ancient and pitiful 
theme. The helpless dodHty of Ophelia in regard to her 
fether and her lover evokes what is perhaps a more 
individualized though not less poignant figure, and every 
touch, in every successive scene, diat her poet adds to her 
picture intensifies this brooding passivity tiU it finally 
emerges as something definitely recogni2able in the 
lineaments of a particular maid. 

And not only does Ophelia become, just because of this 
touching dependence, a clearly defined personality, but 
her madness and half-accidental death take on a certain 
poetic inevitability. Her very pliableness in the hands of 
each one of the people of her life prevents the wavering, 
hesitant, inner romance of her nature firom betraying 
itself, until, as Goethe himself has hinted, it is pitifully 
released by the unsettling of her brain. 

But her personality fi::om the beginning is so particular- 
ized in its shrinking receptivity that it is impossible to 
rhink of any future for her whan her world trembles 
under the shocks of mischance ; whereas, if things had 
gone otherwise, it is easy to imagine a most natural 
fiiture for Goethe’s Gretchen. Touch by delicate touch 
Ophelia’s poet evokes her fragile lineaments, till they 
limn themselves as clearly in our mind’s eye as the 
reflections of the “pendent weeds” in the water where 
she sank. 

But what Goethe does with his young heroine is very 
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different. With hardly less inspired art, but to a quite 
other purpose, he concentrates in her figure all the most 
characteristic quahties of her sex, adding stroke after 
stroke to make her as much of a universal symbol of 
susceptible and ianocaat girlhood as a young German 
woman~and no women lend themselves better to this — 
could possibly be made. 

It is the fleeting charm of youthful feminity in general 
that he struggles to capture rather than the individual 
characteristics of a particular young girl ; and he achieves 
this with such success that for stage-purposes Gretchen 
must always be the easier of the two to play. 

In a sense, all young girls are Gretchens ; at least they 
all have something of Gretchen in them, whereas Ophelia 
is a rare, bafiling enigmatic entity, a unique human soul, 
such as it may, or may not, be our luck to encounter in 
real hfe. 

But how cunningly Goethe goes to work in his task of 
creating a Hving symbol of tender, trusting, unsuspicious 
girlhood ! Not a word she speaks, not a song she sings, 
not a prayer she utters, but enhances with a new magic 
this universal embodiment. 

To every crisis in the Gretchen tragedy — and how easily 
one false note, too much sensuality here, too much senti- 
mentality there, would have spoilt it aU! — Goethe rises 
widi easy, inspired mastery. Faust’s emotions in her 
chamber when with Mephistopheles he is secreting the 
tempting casket and they catm the sound of her step 
below, his outburst of remorseful shame, “Away ! Away ! 
I never will return !”, the girl’s aitrance : 

How sultry ’ris ! . . . 

I know not what comes o’er me . . . 

What a silly, timorous girl I am ! 

[She begins to sir^ as she undresses^ 
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There was a king in Thule 
Was faithful to the grave 
Him she that loved him truly 
A gold cup dying gave . . . 

and the scene a little later where she plucks off the daisy’s 
petals . . . “loves me . . . loves me not ... he loves me!” 
and all this followed so quickly by the heart-sick love- 
plaint at her spinning-wheel, and then, when a maid no 
niore, by that cruelly natural dialogue with her companion 
at the well where they chatter, just as Hardy would have 
made them do, about another girl who “has got herself 
into trouble,” all these things as they mount up, adding 
here a Htde and there a Htde to this world-old pitiful tale, 
certainly leave us with the feeling that never again will 
the classic theme, “the woman pays,” be treated according 
to its demands. 

No one can accuse Goethe of dragging in unessentials 
where Gretchen’s fate is concerned. Scene by scene — 
from her desperate prayer to the Virgin’s picture on the 
town wall to her brother’s denunciation of her as a whore, 
and from her despair in the cathedral when the organ plays 
the Dies irae, dies ilia, to the final moment in her prison— 
this supreme outrage upon great creative Nature, wrought 
by Society and Rel^ion, and by women themselves in 
their selfish trades’ unionism, is exposed and immortalized. 

And this is done by the one of all others best fitted to 
do it, both from his own relations with women and from 
his superhuman understanding of that mysterious creative- 
ness in the heart of Nature which he himself calls the 
Mothers. 

But everything else apart, what an inspiration it was to 
introduce the witch’s orgy in the Harz Mountains between 
Gretchen’s despair in the church and the last scene in her 
prison ! 
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Here again Goethe defeats all rivals m yet another terrific 
piece of symbolic universahsm ; but it is by the black- 
magic cult of obscenity this time — of obscenity in relation 
to die essence of life and of its necessity in regard to the 
highest purposes of life — that he shows the connection 
between monstrous grossness and the most quivering 
tendrils of spiritual clairvoyance. The vision of Lilith, 
and that other vision whom his guide names as Medusa 
but who reminds the distracted Faust of Gretdien paying 
the price of infanticide, are so weird and terrible in their 
appeal that it seems strange that he could have brought 
along with them such a puerile topical jest as Herr “Prok- 
tophantasmist,” the local bookseller, exorcising his demons 
by putting leeches to his rump ! 

But after all, there are occasions when our own im- 
aginative writers sail as near the wind as that, and there are 
certainly moments in the lives of us all when we would be 
willing to recognize this or that femiliar face on the top 
of the Brocken I 

As for that absurd “Intermezzo,” or what he calls 
“Walpurgis-Night’s Dream,” it is incredible that he 
should have inserted these preposterous jibes, these fitivol- 
ous and vulgar broad-sheet skits, between pages of 
sublime iospiration that he must have known would be 
read for a thousand years ! If he wanted a greater weight 
of contrast with what was to follow, why couldn’t he 
have carried further his Witches’ Sabbath ? 

More satumalian obscenity would have been perfectly 
in order ; more about the “apple-tree” and the “cloven- 
tree.” He might even have brought his he-ape and she-ape 
on the scene again. But these foolish “Zenia” ep^rams 
— ^what strai^e element of solemn clownishness was it 
that allowed mm to drag them in ? 

In one sense it is an illuminating phenomenon that 
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he did so, for it proves that in. a man of supreme 
creative genius the critical Acuity can sink into com- 
plete abeyance ! 

The truth is that with all his perpetual preoccupation 
with art there has seldom been a genius with a less sure 
artistic instinct. He says himself that no laborious effort 
can produce the Best, but that our inspired thoughts must 
come like happy children, and cry, “Here we are ! ” And 
•certainly few great men have been more dependait upon 
Nature and Chance and the urge of the immediate 
Occasion than Goethe was. 

Successful artists are as a rule far more remarkable in 
their art than in themselves. Goethe was the reverse of 
this. Like Leonardo da Vind, he was far greater in him- 
self than in anything he achieved. One wishes there had 
been a score of devoted Eckermanns to record his most 
casual sayings, for no human bemg has uttered so many 
profotmd oracles. And there was always something so 
indifferent to our ordinary human ideas of success of life 
and success in art about Goethe’s methods, that you feel 
sometimes as if he were a changeling from another planet. 
He cared nothing what the mass of people thought ; and 
when you consider the shock he dehberately gave the 
ceremonious Weimar Court by his proletarian marriage, 
you can see that his interest in high sodety that caused 
such pain to Beethoven was only part of what nowadays 
we would call a polite Proustian curiosity ! 

It was the same in everything. Not one single moral 
passion of the crowd, not one single electric mass-prejudice 
but he ddiberately flouted it. Patriotism meant very little 
to him. “How can I hate the French,” he said, when they 
were actually occupyic^ his province, “while I owe so 
much of my intellectual culture to Voltaire ? ” He classed 
the symbol of the Crucifixion with tobacco and bugs as his 
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three greatest aversions; and his attitude to the science 
of his day was as detached and critical as his attitude to 
its morality and religion. He passed through human life 
as if it were all of equal interest ; of an interest that was 
on a level with the engaging peculiarities of Nature, but 
not of more interest dian that. 

But if he was free from the normal prejudices of 
humanity he was also free from its abnormal obsessions. 
Think of the part played — ^since those names were coined,' 
and probably before — ^by what we now call sadism and 
masochism in the history of human genius ! 

Goethe is absolutely free from the faintest trace of 
either of these pervenions. One sees this clearly enough 
in comparing the way in which Victor Hugo, Balzac, 
Thomas Hardy, and so many others, delight in hunting 
down their feminine victims with Goethe’s treatment not only 
of Gretchen in Faust but of Mignon in Wilhelm Meister. 

Scientific psychologists will smile at such a remark, but 
it seems to me as if the inmost organism of woman’s being 
was esp)ressed in some of Gretchen’s most simple out- 
bursts, while it is society, not any sadism in the author, 
that drives her into madness. 

The closing scene of the First Part of Faust seems to me 
as fine as anything in Shakespeare ; and not only so, but 
it rivals Shakespeare upon his own peculiar ground — 
mean in being permeated by the ballad element. 

No quoted fragment could do justice to it : the reader 
must turn to the book; but might we not be allowed to 
suggest that it was just because of diat Saturnian detach- 
ment from ordinary human passions, making him both 
so startlingly unselfish and so startlingly selfeh, that he was 
mabled to keep this flawless scene — ^perhaps the most 
moving scene in all human drama — ^firee from any lapse 
into either sentiment or cruelty ? And here, at his best, 
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how litde of the classical there is ! How little of the in- 
fluence of Voltaire, or of Sophocles either ! The end of 
the Hrst Part of Faust is pure romantic hyperborean 
ballad-tragedy, and could have been written nowhere 
else but in die “Gothick North.” 

The Second Part of Faust begins with an Interlude in 
which, throwing his soul into those vast cosmic reservoirs 
which are beyond both good and evil, Faust bathes his 
despair and remorse in the elemental sea of dawn, where 
the spirits of air and fire and dew are ^ving new Hfe to 
the earth. The voices fiom his victim’s death-ceU, “She 
is condemned ! ” “ She is redeemed ! ” together with that 
terrible commentary of Mephistopheles, “She is not the 
first” are absorbed and sublimated now, not in any human 
pardon but in the vast primordial forces that urge hfe on, 
be it the life of the good or the hfe of the evil, into eternal 
mystery and eternal change. 

In their new r61e as court magician and court fool to 
the Holy Roman Emperor, it soon becomes necessary — 
their poet flinging into their quest his own life-nostalgia 
for what the Gothic North could not give — to call up 
firom the classic past the Homeric Hden herself, the 
embodiment of what hfe appears, when it is seen as neither 
moral nor immoral, neither good nor evil, neither vicious 
nor spiritual, but simply and solely as an “aesthetic 
spectacle.” 

And to bring back this shameless, mysterious, terrible 
loveliness to foe divine-satanic Nordic world, Faust’s 
comp^on ejqplains to him that he must descend to the 
Mothers. 

Here we touch one of Goethe’s trem«idous inspirations, 
an inspiration of which, when Eckermann pressed him, 
he had no rational explanation to offer. 

Interesting indeed would it be — ^for do we not touch 
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just here one of the profoundest mysteries of imaginative 
creation?— to follow the precise emotional process that 
made him feel such reluctance to confess to his feiihful 
famulus anything more about the Mothers- szvc that he 
found a passing reference in Plutarch to their worship in 
the town of Engyion in Sicily. In his notes to the Every- 
man translation Latham connects these powers of the 
abyss with Plato’s archetypal Ideas in the Tmaeus ; but 
for myself, I prefer to thmk of them as beloi^ing to that 
remote human tradition of which we find traces in Crete, 
and even, according to Sir John Rhys, in certain queer 
survivals in the Welsh language, concerning some pre- 
historic cult of the Feminine Principle, regarded as the 
origin of all things. 

U this is so, it would connect the Mothers with that 
gnomic word with which the Chorus Mysticus rounds off 
die whole thing ; and we would be justified in regarding 
that oracular expression, “the woman-soul leads us upward 
and on,” which follows the words, for I desert my fellow- 
countryman’s version at this point for the American 
poet’s, “the Indescribable, here it is done,” not as com- 
mending any definite attribute of mortal women for our 
human example, but as suggesting that above and beneath 
aU the vast evolutionary cycles of Being, where all is 
transitory and symbolic, die Feminine Principle dominates 
the cosmos. 

Faust’s guide to the “Classical Walpurgis Night” — 
which is as much a prelude to his encounter with Helen 
as the Nordic Witch’s Kitchen was a prelude to his 
encounter with Gretchen— is not M^histopheles nor the 
Mothers, it is Homunculus, the litde artificial Being created 
by the patioit toil of the pedantic Wagner. 

Thus when it comes to the actual reviving of classical 
antiquity, Goethe is too true a Teuton to refiise the most 
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important role to the hard-working, one-track-minded 
scholar ; nor is there wanting a real touch of pathos when 
the litde newly-formed Being, unable to leave his crystal 
container without perishing, compels this gleaming re- 
ceptacle to carry him through space and time like a flying 
electric-globe and ungratefully forsakes his humble 
creator. 

For my own part, I find this Pharsalian field of mythic 
shapes — as if Lempriere’s Classical Dictionary had been 
struck with a magic wand ! — ^more pleasing, tliough less 
awe-inspiring, than the Brocken revel ; nor do I fed that 
Goethe’s passion for the particular ]^art played by water 
in place of earthquakes in our planet’s geography detracts 
in the least from the magical feeling one gets of bdug 
present at some universal daedalian dance of the evolu- 
tionary forces of the world. Homunculus’s suidde — ^if 
such it be, rather than a fusion with some imperishable 
life-force — ^by breaking his glass globe against Galatea’s 
beautiful shell, evokes once more that curious, excited, 
uneasy feeling that Goethe’s conceptions so often produce, 
as if we were contemplating the secrets of eartUy life 
through the eyes of some superhuman or, if you like, some 
subhuman creature, who is not afflicted with the same 
afflictions or stirred by the same sentiments as we are 
ourselves. 

Just as the soul of this Goethe-Faust, journeying through 
the cosmos after leaving Gretchen’s call, purges its remorse 
by bathing in the dew of the morning, so Mephistopheles 
puts off the Gothic Terror from his satanic soul, and by 
sharing her body with the third Phorkyad assumes that 
more disgusting and realistic hideousness which is the 
price we have to pay ft>r accepting life simply as an 
aesthetic spectade. 

And so we. come to what has been to some minds a great 
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Stumbling-block in this portion of the poem, the intro- 
duction of the Kahiri. 

For my part, I accept whole-heartedly Kuntzel’s inter- 
pretation of these symbolic totems and entirely refuse to 
regard them as a mere satire upon a fantastic controversy. 
The historic Kabiri seem to have been mysterious divinities 
of Samothrace, probably of a chthonian character ; but 
Goethe, always pursuing his evolutionary idea of making 
everything come from the sea, uses these occult fetishes-^ 
who, although only idols of clay. 

To the Inexplicable 
Forward stifl are yearning. 

Hunger-bitten, ever-burning. 

For the Unattainable, 

— as symbols; for, according to his magic-illusionist 
feeling about life, the whole stream of things is only a 
series of symbols of the divine Reality. 

And the mysterious Kabiri, each one a stage in the 
evolution of religion, rise like all other living things 
out of the sea, out of the shell-cradle of the mother 
of Eros, and as symbols of all the mystical creeds of the 
world — ^the last of which, though it has not yet incarnated 
itself in any material form, is the religion to which the 
whole world is groping — ^are found hsre, in character- 
istic Goethean s^paificance, in the hands of Nereids and 
Tritons ! 

This is no satire. This is the truth ; and to anyone who 
has come under the secret spell of Goethe’s occult yet 
realistic method of handling Nature, there is a profound 
satisfection in seeing- these great, proud, troublesome, 
historic World-Religions presented to us as the fetishes 
and totems and transitory playthings of the universal 
unknown Divinity, whose garments — ^although as Goethe 
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calmly remarks, “if you require personality there is room 
for that also " — are the water and the air and the earth 
and the fire ! 

Goethe lived, like Spinoza who so deeply influenced 
him, in a sphere of thought and feeling as mudi above that 
of ordinary scientific men as of ordinary reUgious men. 
And so, although in both science and region he was a 
master-adept, his methods in them both appear to the 
average scientist and the average pietist as grotesque and 
fintastic. He hated mathematics. He despised all the 
lower levels of logical and rational understanding. Not 
through dissection or vivisection, or metaphysical abstrac- 
tion, or any other narrow specialization, was Nature’s 
secret revealed. Natiure is magical, not logical in her 
ways ; and she refuses to betray her secrets to those who 
fail to recognize her divine spirit. 

In 1829 he spoke as follows to Eckermann; and his 
words might have been chanted by those very Nereids 
and Tritons who bear the Klabiri to Homtmculus : 

Without my attenmts in natural science I should never have 
learned to know mankind as it is. In nothing can we so closely 
approach pure contemplation and thought, so closely observe the 
errors of the senses and the understanding, the weak and strong 
points of character. All is more or less pliant . . . but nature 
understands no jesting ; she is always true, always serious, always 
severe *, she is always right, and the errors and faults are always 
those of man. Him who is incapable of appreciating her she 
despises and only to the apt, the ptue, and the true does she resign 
herself and reveal her secrets. The tmderstanding will not reach 
her ; man must be capable of elevating himself to the highest 
Reason, to come into contact with the Divinity, which mani- 
fests itself in the primitive phenomena (Urphenomenon), which 
dwells behind them and from which they proceed. The divinity 
works in the living not in the dead; in the becoming and 
changing , not in the become and the fixed. Therefore reason, 
with its tendency towards the divine has only to do with the 
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becoming, the living ; but understanding with the become, the 

already feed, that it may make use of it. 

The Third Act of the Second Part describin'g the union 
of Faust and Helen, has a more purely poetic beauty dian 
any other portion of the whole drama. This Act ofers us 
more of the peculiar tone, temper, atmosphere, more of 
the curious fatalistic resignation, of the old Greek stage 
than you would suppose could possibly be reproduced in 
a modem tongue, still less in one modem tongue translated 
into another. 

What deathless vitality these old Greek gestures and 
attitudes and turns of feeling must have, to be capable 
of such diffusions and dilutions and yet remain so 
dynamic I Those old poets must have carved their 
rendering of human passions upon an uncrumbling 
granite monolith of aesthetic response that has die 
power, like some immortal stone quarried from a nobler 
planet than ours, of yielding an echo that resounds 
through eternity. 

The Fourth Act of the Second Part, on the contrary, is 
unendurably tedious. Nothing but the pedantic archi- 
tectural necessity of accounting for Faust’s frvoured posi- 
tion under the Emperor, as a reclaimer of fertile land from 
the salt-marsh«, seems to justify its existence, and its stiff 
and wooden and Unrewarding expanse, like pasteboard 
upon which some solemn child is arran^jng his tin soldiers, 
has\is its only interest the psychological problem as to 
what it was in Goethe that lent itself to such tedium. But 
this is not the only occasion when he works like a man 
made of sapless wood. The dose of Withelm Meister has 
the same lack of inspiration One can only suppose it 
came from some wdght of cosmogonic rubble in this 
Colossus that a little Cdtic quicksilver or a grain of GalHc 
roguery would soon have transmuted ! 
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But liie moment we come to the Fifth and last Act of 
die whole play we find him gathering himself together 
in the strength of all his most disturbing wisdom. In his 
extreme old we discover the world-weary Faust 
rejoicing in the material benefits to posterity of his manh- 
redaiming exploits. It would have seemed natural for 
Goedhe to have let him die just so, acclaiming in a final 
Nunc Dimittis the satisfying perfection of die passing 
moment ; while by die nature of this perfection he slips 
out of his hell-fibre pact. 

But Goethe’s everlasting refusal to forsake the shocking 
mixture of good and evil in life fiirbade so easy a close, 
and by the aid of his black magic Faust proceeds to evict 
die amiable old couple whose defiant homestead, like 
Naboth’s vineyard, has long been taunting his satisfied 
mind. In this eviction both the old people perish ; and 
once more it becomes his destiny to endure the misery 
of remorse ; remorse not quite as extreme as he had felt 
over Gretchen, but enough to surround him with spectres 
of horror. 

In his dialogue, however, with one of these ghasdy 
visitors, who to keep all distraction away now adds blind- 
ness to these devastating thoughts, he has an opportunity 
to indicate what Goethe’s own methods were when fear 
and horror and loathing attacked his mind. 

Most sensitive natures, at one time or another, have to 
pass through a period when the three kinds of fear, 
physical fear, mental fear, and what in homely feshion we 
can only describe as “the Horrors,” come gibberir^ at 
dheir threshold and plague them with mystic panic and 
physical loathing. With a natural psychology wiser than 
most, of our risky modem conjuring tricks, Faust defies 
these spectres of remone and terror by a yet more 
savage plunge into work, into yet heavier work, into 
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desperate Lethe-bringing struggles with die resistance of 
matter. 

And in these final struggles, which are simple and 
practical enough, and indeed are no less dian what all 
pioneers have to do in unreclaimed wildemesses, die old 
eroticist and illusionist finds he can forget his guilty 
conscience. 

For he alone deserves liberty, as he alone deserves 
life, who every day conquers it afresh. 

It is with a very Gothic ecstasy diat Faust winds up his 
contract with the Devil, and in so doing makes a fool 
once more of that queer son of negation, who ** willing 
the evil is for ever furdiering the good.” 

What the Lord said in die Prologue turns out now to be 
literally true ; 

A good man, by his dim impulse driven 
of the right way hath ever consciousness ; 

and Mephistopheles is cheated of his rational and logical 
victory. 

Faust has brought about the ruin of Gretchen and her 
people and the wretched deaths of Baucis anoil^hilemon, 
and yet when he contemplates his final practical achieve- 
ment he bids die “to moment stay,” and falls triumphant 
into the grave dug by the Lemures. It thus becomes 
significant that while Shakespeare, the pessimist, makes 
his powers of evil conquer Macbeth by a superficial 
equivocation, Goethe makes his evil one defeated by a 
more spiritual quibble. But this extraordinary poem, 
which is nothing less than the greatest autobiography ever 
written, does not end with Faust’s death. 

While the soul is not yet firee, Mephistopheles utters his 
word of everlasting futility which, for it springs from the 
same abyss as the word of life, cannot in the nature of 
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things find any logical refutation. Here is Mr. Latham’s 
admirable rendering of this Satanic self-justification. 

Chorus. 'Tis past and over. 

Mephistopheles. Past ! a stupid word. 

Why past and over i 
Past and pure Npthingness ! The same and wholly one ! 
What boots us then Creation’s endless travail e 
Created but to nothing to unravel ! 

’Tis past ! From that what meaning can be twisted i 
It is as good as had it ne’er existed 
And yet in cycle moves as if it were. 

Etermd Emptiness would I prefer. 

Thus does Goethe drop his plummet into the void, into 
the other side of the mind of “the Mothers,” iuto the inert 
malice of the Absolute; and in comparison with this 
indrawn breath of Brahma, in comparison with this 
abysmal sigh of “the Thing in Itself,” how frivolous does 
most human pessimism appear ! 

hi fact Mephistopheles, though defeated by Faust’s 
irresistible share in the creative energy that evolves the 
world|J& never in his own nature put to sdence. He remains 
to tbf&d the eternal protest of Not-Being, which, as 
Hegel says, is the necessary compliment to Being. 

And how characteristic of that non-moral element in 
Goethe’s own nature that has always been such a stumbling 
blodc to certain minds, and that made even his admirer 
Carlyle niore than once throw down Wilhelm Meister in 
despair as he struggled with it, is the way the pretty 
boy-girl angels sted off with Faust’s soul while their 
adversary is absorbed in his satyrish lust for their lovely 
limbs ! 

The poem ends as it began, in super-terrestrial regions ; 
and among the ecstatic worshippers of the celestial Lifo- 
Force — ^represented, be it noticed, by the Mother, not the 
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Son, of God — ^we are permitted a vision of the redeemed 
Gretchai. 

The Indescribable, 

Here it is done : 

The Eternal Feminine 
Leads os Up'wards and on ! 



HARDY 


H OW long ago it seems since in my early 
twenties, some forty years ago, I first saw 
Thomas Hardy ! 

I had addressed some boyish verses to him 
in my first printed book, the opaiing lines 
of which ran as follows : 


Master of human smiles and human moan. 

Of strange soul-searchings, raptures, agonies, 

Passions that ask for bread and £nd a stone, 

Hopes hui^ered into madness, like the seas, 

And Pity dumb and pleading, like the vnnd ; 

and he had asked me to visit him at Max Gate, and in 
return had come by train to Montacute, just over the 
Somerset border, to spend the day at my father’s vicarage, 
bringing with him the first Mrs. Hardy. 

And now with more recent memories of one of the best 
jjdends my brother Theodore and I have ever had or are 
Ukely to have — speak of the late Mrs. Ebrdy, his second 
wife — still find that my deepest impression of this great 
man’s gaiius has to do with his pity— “Promethean” I 
called it in my youth, and it seems to me not less than that 
stiU — ^for the frustrated loves of simple hearts, thwarted 
by the “crass casualties” of a blighted planet. Matthew 
Arnold s^e^ of “the somethingj^tjmects.. the. world.,.’’ 
and it was with this primeval “somethin” that Hardy 
was concerned, however its origin may be explained. 

The number of thorough-going pessimists in English 
literature is smgularly small, considering the “vapours” 
and the “spleen” of which our neighbours across the 
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channel used to accuse us; and even in Burtons An- 
atomy Hardy’s cause for melandioly finds no mention. 

His cause for rising up “in die fertile pastures of 
Wessex” and cursing the “President of the Immortals” 
was not a political or an economic one, was not even the 
moral one of the cruelty of man to man. I^went^eeper^ 
than that. It went to the bitter root of the whole matter. , 
There are no lagos in the Wessex novels, and hardly any 
thoroughly wicked people. The evildoers are only a 
Utde less pitiable than the righteous. ^ we yictiim. 
together of the. nature of the JJniver^, 

I would be tempted to call Hardy the only;^ea£ 
pessimist in our literature — for certain terrii^dng moods 
m'SwiiTand an isolated challenge here and there, like 
that of the City of Dreadful Night, can hardly be said to 
represent an undeviatii^ philosophical vision of life — 
were it not for Shakespeare. Save for an occasional 
indulgent and careless obeisance to the faith of his fiithers, 
it is hard to see, in spite of the familiar academic view of 
him in which most of us have bem brought up, how the 
general drift of his plays can be called anymin^ but deeply 
pessimistic. I would go so for as to say i^t in pu re 
pesimislicjEedine Shakespeare is the only HarJy«que 
writg r we have. The outcnes to mis enect — ^to this mdict- 
mentWtEe^ture-of-things as being responsible for our 
pain rather than any particular wrong-doing — ^follow one 
another throughout ms tragic plays like straws and feathers 
on a wind that for ever reverts to the same quarter. 
“Still throi^h the hawthorn” blows this cold wind of 
Shakespeare’s anticipation of Hardy ; and what it amounts 
to psychologically is surely nothing less than that these 
two poets were at once more sensitized to the sufforings 
of our race — especially to those that spring from wounds 
hearts — ^and less padded with comfortable palliatives, less 
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Sprinkled with the holy water of forgetting, than the 
other men of genius in our list. 

“As flies to wanton boys are we to the gods. They kill 
(vsfor their sport." This is the unadulterated Kbrdy-note 
in Shakespeare; and we get it repeated with the very 
accent of one after another of the ELardy women, in Lady 
Macduff’s words before they kill her : 

Whither should I fly ? 

I have done no harm. But I remember now 
I am in this earthly world, where, to do harm 
Is often laudable, to do good sometime 
Accoimted dangerous folly ; why thm alas ! 

• Do I put up that womanly defence 
To say I have done no harm e 

But I must lay no undue stress on these Hardyesque 
passages, for from every birthday-book in the kiu^dom 
tags could be shuffled together that would be glib to the 
opposite tune. The point I want to make is, mat in the 
spiritual essence of the plays, never mind where he picked 
lip the plots, and in the handling of the characters and in 
the particular kind of poetical atmosphere he throws 
rotmd them his mood comes nearer to the H^dy .mpod 
than to any other temper, moral or immpral, to which 
you could point. S hakes peare’s poetic m^c. that un- 
equalled magic that throws its own wistful and tender 
' charm over die cra 2 y CTuelties of life, is steeped, in-^ple, 
I unsophisticated hallad-pessimim, which is the most un- 
’ adultered pSsuhSfh in the world, and our immorally 
cheerful propagandists can pile ug their consolatory tags 
from his plays, beginning with “there’s a divinity that 
shapes our ends’’ and ending with “flights of angels’’ as 
hig h as they please, without being able to change the fret 
that ffle balfrd-hfiauty^liat.,4pjp3ma^ his work, is the 
beauty of tragedy, not of redemption. 
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But though the old ballad-touch, with its wild sad 
tenderness and homely realism, often enters into Hardy’s 
work R emai n driving-fijrce of his genius is a philosophical 
arraignment of die ways of God to Man. 

When Wordsworth looked at any landscape with its 
woods and ftelds he drew something from its “colours 
and forms,” and divined something in its “language of 
the sense” that charged with a mystical hope me “still 
sad music of humanity” even if it didn’t change its key. 

But Hardy whai he looked at a similar landscape was 
aware of the cruel drama that is teing played below this 
apparent calm. He saw the ivy killing the tree, he saw 
the weasel killing the rabbit, he saw the trees strangling 
each other as they contended for light and air, he saw the 
sportsman woundii^ the pheasant, and the collector 
bringing down the rare migratory bird. And he saw the 
cruelties that are an essential part of Nature’s lift: and have 
nothing to do with man. He saw all the children of the 
earth feeding upon each other. He saw the dark unseen 
tragedies that ^ on all the while in these peaceful places. 
Instead of a * wcsmce that disturbs us with the joy of 
devated thoughts,” he felt a blind irrational “Immanent 
Will” driving vegetation to strangle vegetation, beast to 
destroy beast, bird to prey upon bird, insect to tprture 
insect. And as he brooded upon all this, &e lasindless and 
meaningless Chance that governs the destiny of living 
things took to itself demonic lineaments and became 
something much more sinister than mere “crass casualty,” 
became in feet the dominant pressure of a super-mundme 
Mischidf, that an i ronic and gobhnish malice 
pKKcutM the lud^^ childr^of its wanton creation. 

H^y is pafectfyhbndt in the way he makes no tricky 
attempt to bridge the logical golf betwwn this dumb, 
blind, irrational “Immanait Will,” working through all 
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the meaiiiiigless acddeats and chances of life, and this 
deliberately personified “President of the Immortals” 
who is so mischief-loving. Nor is there any need that he 
should make sudi an attempt. He accepts in himself on 
behalf of us all the inevitable human tendency to anthropo- 
morphize the inscrutable Power behind the universe ; and 
in place of estimating its characteristics in terms of the 
presmce of a Wordsworthian Over-Soul, felt in our rare 
moments of ecstasy, he estimates them in terms of those 
wanton and wayward “ironies” that require no rare 
moments of soosuous wdl-being for their disdiosing;. 

'What makes Hardy, with Shakespeare, the greatet of 
our' pessimists is that his pessiinism is not a matter of 
personal nerves or personal misfortune but a matter of 
^d^pant sympathy -with a suffering world ; but it k 
signifi cant, as with Shakespeare too, that the kind of 
stSering on which he concentrates k not, though the 
^physical enters also, the mkcry of hardship and destitution 
( so much as the emotional tragedies of the hem. 

A ^eat writer reveals himself in hk ideas of good and 
evil as much as m anythm^ ; and it k most interesting to 
note the differaice between a Hardy “good man” and a 
Dostoievsky “good man.” Hardy’s good mm„ar^, above- 
3U„else,*3V^- we. C 3 lljtTpng_ character. /They invariably! 
display a mixture of simplicity and SJ^adty, and they! 
seldom, if ever, surprise us by explosions of morbid nerves 1 
or of ima ginati ve weaknessjy EveoL Henchard, the ill- 
starr’d Mayor of Casterbridge, k passionate rather than 
imagina tive or subtle; and it was much more by the 
force of hk character and by the strength of hk passionate 
will tiiat tragedy came upon him than by any neurotic 
infirmity. Loyalty, fidelity, simplicity, sagacity, dk-:, 
interestednass, are the marks of a “good” Hardy charact^ V 
and these would scarcely be the characteristics that Would 

609 



THE PLEASURES OP LITERATURE 


furst leap into our minds in thinking of the “good” 
Dostoievsky characters! It is true that both the Idiot 
and Alyosha Karamazov are “simple” in a certain sense; 
but it is an enigmatic simplicity, a mysterious spiritual 
simp licity ; anything but the downright stoical goodness, 
earmy and unself-conscious, of Giles Winterbourne and 
Gabriel Oak and the Reddleman. 

And it is the same with Hardy’s good women. Tess is 
certainly “a good woman,” if ever there was one; and 
what a comfort to feel how the moral sense of the age has 
advanced since such a “wounded name” as Tess’s needed 
the bosom of a great and daring genius to house it ! 

But fidehty, simplicity, loyalty, are Tess’s virtues, just 
as they are Giles’s and Gabriel’s. Indeed I suspect there are 
few of our younger generation who as they read her story 
don’t find hemselves actually indignant with her for her 
extravj^ant docility. “ Too good ! ” is what some of these 
youngsters must feel about her ; but no one would call 
Raskolnikov’s sweetheart with her heroic “yellow ticket” 
too good ; and it would be hard to apply this word at all 
to such proud and wayward creatures as Lisa and Nastasia 
and Aglaia and Grushenka ! 

Tess is like the patient Griselda of the old story ; and 
she is still more like those unprotesting Margarets and 
Maisies and Annies of the ballads, hi spite of aJl ill-usage 
from men, and from a Providence who behaves to her 
like a man, she still would reply, as Burd Ellen did to 
the cruel Childe Waters : 

O I will drink of the wan water. 

And eat of the bread of bran 
And aye will I bless the happy hour 
That ever I loved a man. 

I . have an inkling that the author himself set a higher 
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value upon his poetry than upon his prose. I can only say 
that for myself I would put certain great descriptive 
passages — ^like the one about Egdon Heath at the beginning 
of The Return of the Native, and the one about Stonehenge 
in Tess and about Tess’s crossing the &m-garden in early 
dawn, and the one about the approach of the storm in 
Far from the Madding Crowd — above any verses he wrote ; 
but on the other hand, I feel as if the Collected Poems make 
Up a volume of such absorbing interest and of such un- 
interrupted value that in comparison with it half the con- 
tents of the Complete Works of Byron or even Shelley are 
unarresting and unrewarding. 

And why should this be ? Surely because what thrills 
us beyond everything else is a story when it is told by a 
master story-teller. And who can touch Hardy in 
dramatic, intensity t With the exception of the EHza- 
be^ans and the old anonymous ballads, Hardy’s poetry 
is the most intensely dramatic that we possess. Short 
poems of dramatic narrative — ^which are really nothing 
less than little Odysseys in realistic miniature — ^are the 
hardest of all poetry to write ; and apart from the ballads 
there are few of such poems that hold us speU-bound till 
we’ve finished them. But this is what Hardy’s poems do ; 
and they do it by means of intensity, of concentration, of 
a laconic and sardonic power of biting into the subject 
till the teedi touch the bone. 

Like certain other very great writers, though not hke 
j all, g^dy.CTeated,a,§tylejQI^Upsel£which is recognizable 
at a glance. In thi^he resembles Da nte . And not only in 
this ! there Is Indeed a particuli: of intensity that 

Dante and Hardy posses^ in common and that no other 
writers possess ; and the expression of this, in a certain 
stripped abandonment of the syllabic sound to the ver^ 
body of the thing described, carries what we call “realism” 
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to a point beyond which it could not go ; to the point, 
in feet, where between the words and the matter of the 
words there is as little space as between the flow of drapery 
in a Pheidian figure and the form it follows. 

Hardy’s Promethean championship of thwarted and 
frustrated mortality against the malefic element in life, 

• whether he chooses to hypostasize this element as Demi- 
urgic Malice, or to let it go as blind and purposeless chance, 
was met, when it culminated in the premeditated protest 
ofjude the Obscure, by that evil insensitivity, masquer- 
ading as cheerful piety and humorous common sense, 
which pkys the Herod to all such inopportune voices, 
whether they rise firom beyond the Jordan or firom 
beyond the Frome. But the critical reception of one of 
the bitterest hit-backs at providential mafignity that this 
country has produced, only set him the more resolutely 
upon preparing his brief for the Pot versus the Potter in 
the higher court of poetry. 

A poet he always was, first and last ; and in poetiy he 
couJd not only mould his style to his design in a bolder, 
more drastic, more personal way than in his prose, but 
he could express the burden of his appeal for a more 
magnATiimo os attitude towards the victims of the “Im- 
manent WiU” more direedy, free firom the restraints of 
the less subjective form of art. 

Seeing him at intervals during a period of more than 
thirty years, the mortal Imeaments of the man have come 
to brand themselves on my consciousness as few other 
human countenances. There was much of the falcon 
about his aquiline nose and his hoverii^ and “poundng” 
eye^lances, an intensity of regard that was accentuated 
by the slightness of his figure, by the curiously elfin tilt 
of his eyebrows, and by his trick of holding his head a 
litde on one side, as though the firailty of his form were 
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constantly deprecating the terrible and august passion of 
hisdiought. 

His apprenticeship to the art of the architect fell upon 
something eminently congenial in his temper ; and it is 
hard not to link the monumental building; up of his 
sentences, their words of Saxon origrn so deftly balanced 
s^ainst the sonorities and plangendes, of a Latinity that 
showed the influence of Sir Thomas Browne, with the 
•handicrafts that are akin to architecture, the tools of die 
sculptor in stone and the carver in wood. 

Ms landscapes are the landscapes rather of a draughts- 
man than of a colourist ; and it might be said that his 
supreme power as an artist lay in his genius for reproducing 
in words what you might call the tactile values of the things 
he looked at. 

Dorset scenery, and especially the scaiery round Dor- 
chester, loads itself to this manner of treatment ; for the 
bare open spaces of that part of Wessex, culminating in 
.the uplands of the Chalk Downs, have a Way of throwing 
into dear relief every tree and gate, every tumulus and 
ridge, every quarry and telegraph-post, every thorn-bush 
and hay-stack, every sea-gull that follows the plough, 
every raven that flies croal^g across the ■WeUdn. 

like Wordsworth — and I well recall my pride when this 
particular point, made in my first encounter with him, 
was accepted with approval, though it led to a character- 
istic anima dversion upon Wordsworth’s obstinate piety 
— he has an extraprdmar^ of tnakiBg.you feel the 

pal|>able presence of those 1^-abstract, halficoncrete 
"entities ; me processes of dawn and twilight, for instance, 
"as they move in their mystic visitations over foreground 
and background, making the fiimiliar unfamiliar, the 
accustomed phantasmal, and the reassuring ghostiy and 
strange. 
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Few lovers of Wessex can keep the thought of Hardy 
and his far-swooping hawk’s eye out of their minds when 
they see the shafts of a deserted plough protruding from a 
bare hill-top, or the outline of a solitary human form 
silhouetted against a pale sky, or a horse and wagon follow- 
ing the dwindling perspective of some distant white road. 

Yes, he saw most things — from a tuft of wind-swept 
grass to the swinging tail of a stalled ox, from the crumpled 
wrinkles of a bedridden woman’s cheek to the crater- 
ridges in the voyaging moon, from the grinning skull of 
a dead rabbit to the quivering snout of a living hedgehog 
— ^under what might be call^ their lineal absoluteness, the 
imprint that they noake, ere the universal flux carries them 
away, upon the camera obscura of the Timeless. 

He was one to notice everything that moved over the 
face of that curved segment of the planetary rondure that 
we call Dorset. With the eye of a kestrel he noted all that 
scurried, crawled, waded, swam, or flew ! He knew how 
to track the burrowings of the mole, the skulkings of the 
fox, the noon-sleep of the adder. 

I recollect well how on that day, so memorable for me 
and my brothers, when I decoyed him to Montacute, I 
saw him stand staring like one in a trance at a certain spot 
in the road, a spot where his eyes had marked down, as 
if he had been some wayfaring elf and no preoccupied 
biped, flie microscopic rufllings upon an iofinitesimal 
puddle that betokened the approach of frost. 

He knew every tellutian hieroglyph in the wanton 
script of the heedless Master of Life, that kept its aeonian 
secret on our Dorset clifh ; and the myestic cadences of 
his intense sentences, “tuned to other notes than to the 
Orphean l^e,” seem to throb to far-off cataclysmic 
upheavals in the scoriae evolution of the globe. He 
mopped the architecture of bricks and mortar only to 
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build into the “ferro-concrete” of his pages both the 
hugest megahths and the tiniest snail-shells of the dark 
track of the Immanent Will. 

It gives me a peculiar satisfiction to think how much he 
appreciated my architect-brother, the late A. R. Powys, 
and it pleases me to think that it was from the sale of one 
of his manuscripts that the ancient shrine was restored 
which the restorer selected for his own burial. 

• There is no doubt that there is an element in Hardy’s 
genius, just as there was in the genius of the Elizabethan 
Webster, that, like the hands of King Lear, must needs be 
‘ ‘ wiped ’ ’ by the over-particular lest they ‘ ‘ smell mortality.” 

He it was, the very first time I saw him — ^more than 
forty years ago now — ^who introduced me to that most 
startling and characteristic of all Poe’s poems, the one 
called Ulalume. 

Of late I regret to say there have been attempts in one 
or other of our modem schools of verse to disparage the 
genius of Edgar Allan Poe. These posthumous disparage- 
ments are inevitable. They have occurred in all ages. 
And they are, of course, balmced by exaggerated fashions 
of reviv^, which are often just as unbalanced. 

Take the recent “boom” — ^if I may use so gross a word 
— of my own “forefiither,” as Cowper called him, the 
fantastic^ John Donne. Donne was a rare and exceptional 
gaiius ; but w'hen groups of modem writers are prepared 
to put hint up against Milton I feel as if the critics of poetry 
were madder than the poets themselves. 

Or consider the modem “furore” for Dryden. I 
protest I appreciate as much as any the brave swing of 
such a sentence as 

Old as I am, for ladies’ love unfit, 

The power of beauty I remember yet. 

Which once inflamed my heart, and still inspires my wit, 
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but wbai I think of what a simple-minded lover o£ poetry 
must feel when he hean of such hectic maladjustments 
and wilful confusions of values, I should be bitter at heart 
if it were not that I remember how Shakespeare had his 
hour of such clever see-saw aspenions, and that from this 
new point of view not only Lycidas but Thyrsis and The 
Scholar Gipsy must seem the most frivolous and affected 
of airy trifles. 

Can they not see that a certain rich vein of the romantic- 
sardonic that Poe — alone among poets, for Baudelaire is 
“literary” in comparison — quarried with success, has bear 
unearthed again by an equally goblinish and much more 
realistic mattock in Hardy’s poetry ? 

Might it not be called a subtle and laudable retort to 
the irony of the Immanent Will to make use of the same 
kind of sardonic humour, only on the other side i 

I sometimes find myself wondering whether the archi- 
tectural element in Hardy’s genius did not lead him in 
some of his stories to design me plot in too premeditated 
and too rigid outlines. But he was a great reader of Greek 
Tragedy ; and it may well be that it was his lor^ brooding 
bn die feulptured processions of doom followed by the 
unhappy ones of the houses of Atreus and Oedipus that 
led him to force the gargoylish inspirations of his Gothic 
muse into these austere classic moulds. 

As with Shakespeare’s clowns, Hardy’s comic super- 
numeraries, his Christopher Candes and William Worms, 
utter their irrelevant commentaries upon the course of 
events in whimsical contrast to those events’ importance. 

The part of the Gme!^ ^rus;-— the voices of the 
“ironies” and the “pities”— is tdten by the author him- 
self, and is often impHdt rather than explicit ; ^and this 
method gains m grandeur and emphasis by the Hassical 
, simplicity of the psychological element in tie novel^ 
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i*Much here is deliberately sacrificed to the exigencies 
of the rigidly-planned plot, much to the absorbing interest 
of the narrative, and the dialogues are frequently marked 
— would hesitate to say marred, for it is all part of his 
rather formal method — ^by a certain old-frshioned sdifiieK, 
too simple to be called stilted, wherein the tragic intensity 
of the march of fiite forbids the fluttering and wayward 
debouchings of more natural conversation between men 
and women. 

This intentional formality of dialogue wherein the 
caprices and spontaneous surprises of human intercourse 
are sacrificed to the pity and terror of the situation is 
broken as soon as didect is used. But Hardy employs 
dialect very sparingly, making much less use of it, for 
instance, tlian my brother Theodore does in' his pictures 
of the same region. 

But it is always in what might be called the humours 

especially when these assume a poignant and 
picturoqjoe ,Quti^eoum«s, as when one pair of rivals for 
a woman’s love gamlile by the Ight of glow-worms, or 
another pair travel to find their girl while her coflSn 
journeys by the same train, or a maiden saves a man’s life 
by making a rope of her underclothes, or Tess is caught 
by hor pursuers asleep upon the altar-stone of Stonehenge, 
or her seducer paints blood-red “Damnations” upon me 
bars of gates, or Arabella flings at Jude a gobbet of the 
raw flesh of the pig she is slaughtering, foat foe “miching- 
malfefop” o£KQa:dy!s jntortrcachesits cuhnination. 
\j&e Shakespeare, and unlike foe Greeks, he takes a 
grim satisfection in. making foe supreme crises in his tales 
turn upon some trifling occurrence that is entirely due 
tp, chance. 

Tess’s letter to Angel Clare, for instance, confesang to 
him about her seduction, goes by pure accident, when she 

617 



THE PLEASURES OF LITERATURE 


pushes it under his door, under the carpet, so that the man 
never receives it ; while the trifling fact that Yeobright’s 
furze-cutting hook has been propped against the entrance 
to Eustada’s house is enough to make his mother certain 
that he is within ; enough to drive her forth in desperation 
to the sun-scorched Heath and the adder’s bite. 

King Lear was evidently — as well indeed it might be ! — 
Hardy’s fiivourite among Shakespeare’s plays. It pleased 
him to think that his native Egdon was the actual site of 
those “sulphurous and thought-executing fires, vaunt- 
couriers to the oak-deaving thunder-bolt” that “singed” 
that white head ; and with one of the grandest and most 
beautiful plagiarisms in literature — ^for to plagiarize firom 
the great is always a sign of greatness — ^he makes Mrs. 
Yeobiight use words fiom her wounded heart almost 
identical with Lear’s “mine enemy’s dog. . . 

iEschvlus and Shakespeare were Hardy’s models, and 
his dehberate echoes of them are to me only another 
convincing proof that there is in Hterature an undying 
underground stream of tradition as to the kind of subject 
and even as to the kind of treatment of that subject which 
strikes deepest into the universal and unchaining such as 
binds all the really great writers together and leaves outside 
in each successive generation the clever “originals” of 
the passing cults. 

In the case of Jude the Obscure, one of the most poignant 
tales in English fiction and a tale he wrote in the full 
plenitude of his mental power, the bulk of the criticism 
brought against him was of the pious “cheerful” type; 
but it was also delicately deplored that he must needs put 
into the mouths of Jude and Sue such a lot of “University 
Extension chatter.” 

This is the old story. It is Ben Jonson’s aspersion upon 
Shakespeare! No doubt the whole of Shakespeare’s 
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classical eqtiipment was “University Extension chatter,” 
what he picked up, in other words, from the “ University 
wits” of his time, with perhaps a little help from Mon- 
taigne, when he in his turn was engaged in cribbing, with 
disconcerting gravity, from Plutarch’s Lives. 

The truth of the matter is that Hardy had presumed to 
handle in Jude the Obscure subjects for which our conven- 
tional and academic exponents have invented a particular 
tone, a social tone, a tone of discreet House-of-Commons 
badinage, and a tone that is careful to avoid taking too 
seriously the explosive and troublesome Thomas Hardys 
of the classical past ! 

The more I think of it, the more significant does it seem 
that his philosophy of defiance and pity — defiance of the 
cruelty of the Rrst Cause and pity for the wounded hearts 
of its creatures — should have won the hearing in his 
poetry that was refused to Jude the Obscure. 

Wbat has given the monumental syllables “Thomas 
Hardy” such a carved and graven niche in the minds of so 
many is the “mortised and tenon’d” simpHcity ofwhat it 
represents. To have made his own a whole segment of 
the globe from zenith to nadir has a peculiar cohgruity 
with the single chord — deep as life and inevitable as breath 
— ^upon which, all through both his prose and his verse, he 
was for ever harping — mean the p^siqn of lo ve. . 

Think of the complications that go to maJce up the rich 
interwoven’ tapestry of any novel of Henry James ! Think 
of the innumerable facets of social and mental Hfe that 
are crowded into any page of George Meredith! But 
firom first to last "with Hardy, save for that terrific tour 
de force. The Dynasts, it is the heart, with its wounds and 
I its bruises, that .mk.the, entire scene. Swooping down like 
•I a hawk upon our human panorama, he sweeps aside all 
the modem tangle of social and pathological riddles, and 
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concentrates upon die ancient undying tragedy of the 
love-hate between men and women, as its obsessing 
drama, criss-crossed by all the malignities of Chance, plays 
itself out between earth and sky. 

“How little,” said Henry James once to Robert Louis 
Stevenson, “how little does Hardy know about sex!” 
And when one considers the bewitched forest into which 
our yovmger generation, led by what Rabelais m%ht call 
the “Dark Lanterns” of psychoanalysis, have carried their 
smoky catchwords, and when one considers how die loves 
of men and women are daily offered up as so many 
specimens for dissection upon the operating tables of an 
inhuman and bestializing science, it comes to us as the 
renaissance of a lost miracle to look into the hearts of 
Hardy’s simple lovers. 

In our owKsh search through the fascinating morgue 
of lust-doomed complexes, in our lagoish treatment of 
romantic love as “an itdh of the blood and a permission 
of the will,” the more formidable of our writers seem to 
have left the emotions that absorbed Shakespeare, in- 
trigued Jane Austen, and dominated the Brontes, to the 
ffithful adherents of honeysuckle novelettes. 

They say that over the grave of the old ironist Anatole 
France, the new school of authors, like the ghost-demons 
in a Mexican-Indian orgy, danced for joy. We are rnore 
restrained, <jr less concerned over aesdietic matters ; but 
I daresay many of us in our scientific hearts turn from 
these love-tragedies of Wessex and their Promethean 
apologist as' only one more old-fiishioned escape from 
the pressing problems of the day. 

Escape? Escapist? Ah! in the long history of our 
hunted and enduring human species how much more do 
we owe to those who have made us forget, than to those 
— ^with the noble exception of a few ILord Shafresburys — 
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who in the process of relieving our troubles have plunged 
us into worse ! 

From Homer to Hardy all the great story-tellers of our 
race are “Escapists.” Escape we must, or we perish. The 
oppoate road to the road of escape is the road to madness. 
To follow reason to the limit in any direction, whatever 
your “problems,” is insanity. Madmen are people who 
never can escape. They are compelled sans cesse to use 
their undistracted reason. That is why an absent-minded 
novel-reading public prefer to have them shut up. 

What illogi^ nonsense this is to blame a great story- 
teller like Itody for making his imaginary love-afl&irs so 
vivid, so moving, so enthralling, so heart-breaking, that 
many of us even go so far as to skip some of the finest 
descriptions of Nature ever set down in prose, just to see 
what happens next to these Marties and Graces, these 
Thomasines and Elizabeth-Janes, these Bathshebas and 
Susans! 

For that is the whole point. Hardy’s enormous superi- 
ority over Meredith, which all people who read for the 
pleasure of vicarious pity and terror must surely feel, is 
due to the fiict that firom Homer down to our own day 
what thrills the average reader beyond all else, what helps 
him to escape from himself most completely, is a love- 
story. To our puritanical “inteDigentsia” who call Hardy 
an “escj^ist” because his novels are domestic rather than 
social, the best retort is to appeal to Homer, The scene, 
for instance, between Odysseus and Pendope over their 
nuptial bed — ^the bed for whose posts he had used a hving 
tree — ^is full of the poignant heightened domesticity that is 
at once pure “escapism” and pure “Thomas Hardy.” 
s, ^ life is an escape. All time is an escape. All space 
is an escape. The great Macrocosm itself, so the astron- 
omers say, is in a process of escaping ; and escaping too, 
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as we poor microcosms would be wise to do, eternally 
from itself. 

No, the classic greamess of Hardy’s writings is that they 
j^e concerned first and last with uie human heart. Is it 
not a singular thing that it should be precisely “the human 
heart” that we clever writers of to-day with our fantastical 
inventions, dodge, sheer off from, and avoid like the 
plague ? The heart hath its authors, of course, and their 
readers far outnumber ours; but diey are not authors 
who, like Hardy, write with the eye of a hawk. They 
are writers who write with the eyes of sparrows. 

Hardy is much more of than many great novel- 

ists, more than Balzac, for instance, or Scott or Dostoiev- 
sky, and one can recognize any sentence of his, at least any 
descriptive sentence ; but his purpose is so obviously to 
mould and hammer and carve and plane his syllables so 
as to compel them to follow every convexity and con- 
cavity of the object, that one never feels conscious of that 
kind of atmospheric mannerism cultivated by Henry 
James, or of any witchery of premeditated seduction such 
as one enjoys in Walter Pater. 

But a true craftsman he was ; and I can remember well 
when he showed me the manuscript of Tess, how surprised 
and even perhaps a little shocked I was while he spoke of an 
earlier epoch when he was “feeling about for a method.” 
With Keats’s words in my head about inspiration coming 
like growing leaves, or Goethe’s about it coming like 
happy children and crying “here we are!” there was 
something disturbing in the idea of a great genius search- 
ing for a “method.” 

But, after all, what inatters it whether the effects 
produced by a supreme artist come consciously or un- 
consciously, deliberately or at random, as long as they 
come ; and it remains that in the midst of those who aim 
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at creating a glow of sensuous well-being in their readers, 
and of those who aim at disturbing their readers with 
frightfulness and disgust, the figure of Thomas Hardy 
stands out clear and distinct — monumentum aere perennius — 
asi>one whose purpose was to capture the simple truth; 
and to present it, whatever the efiect on his readers might 
•be, with the patient tacitumity of the monotones of 
' feature as they refuse to change one note of their grey 
neutrality under the prayers and imprecations of our 
troubled race. . 
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L ike ilie masterpieces of all great novelists, Marcel 
Proust’s A la Recherche du Temps Perdu is a whole 
world in itself, a world into which you can pass, in 
which you can dwell, in which you can continually 
be discovering new avenues, new vistas, new 
horizons. 

This is true in a measure of every great novel, but I think 
it is for many reasons especially true of A la Recherche. 
The book, with its shelf of volumes, covers not only the 
physical impressions and the mental development of its 
hero, but re-dupHcates its theme in the secondary motif of 
Swann, whose jealousy over Odette anticipates the hero’s 
imprisonment of Albertine, and who enters the circle of 
the odious Madame Verdurin — ^by far the most unpleasant 
and by far the most savagely handled person in the book 
— ^wlme the hero was still a child. 

When one thinks of the work of Tames Joyce, our other 
fiunous modem, and considers what enormous erudition, 
philological experimentation, and symbolic architecture 
he labours under, one feels as if Proust’s great shelf of 
volumes was created by the easiest method of all possible 
literary methods — the rambling autobiographical essay ! 

Having once establ^hed Im characters he seems only, 
without bothering about plot, to let them live and 
love and hate and die at the un-interfered-with pleasure 
of (hance and fete ; and this appears to make his job so 
easy that one almost gru<%es him his succ«s. I 
It must have been so easy to do, one tells oneself. And 
yet one would have to take a considerable slice — ^though 
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not quite the whole ! — of the Comidk Humaine, wherein 
the same characters appear, to match the richness, thick- 
ness, solidity, and orbital independence of this Proustian 
world ! 

As we contemplate it lying here before us in all its 
plenitude, with the titles, so fanuliar to us now, of its 
vjirious parts — ^but I can well recall how strange they 
looked to my eyes in one of those crowded Chicago 
streets, “off l^chigan,” when I was first introduced to 
them by my feUow-Celt, Llewelyn Jones — ^the merest 
glance at those gnomic inscriptions, Swanns Way, The 
Guemantes Way and A L’Ombre des Jeunes Filles en 
Fleurs, carries for us, at least for book-worms of my years, 
the same sort of enchanted escape from the flowing of 
time that the hero of the tale himself enjoyed when he 
lingered for hours in his great-aunt’s enclosed garden on 
the Rue de Saint-Esprit in Combray, unearthing the 
buried treasures of his fovourite Bergotte. 

And our escape from the importunity of time and the 
desecration of time is thickened out for us as we catch 
those magic syllables, Swann or Guermantes or A V Ombre 
by a rich, dim doud of half-realized impressions, “borne 
aloft or tinking as the light wind lives or dies,” that reach 
us not only from the scenes of Proust’s great invention but 
also from the vague memories that the mere thought of 
Proust’s evocations calls up out of the long-forgotten 
tracts of our own experience. 

For the beauty of Proust’s masterpiece is that while it 
hits off with such exquisite malice all the fine shades of 
middle-class snobbishness and upper-class arrogance, and 
discloses with such subtle sympathy all the humorous 
refinements of old family-retainers, its real theme, its 
inmost essence, has to do with the most evasive element 
in our secret personal life, namely, with those obscure 
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feelings of delicious ecstasy which are as hard to arrest or 
analyse in their swift passage as it is hard to explain why 
such small, shght, trivial and casual chances are the cause 
of their rising up out of the depths. 

These rare individual ecstasies are to Proust — or at least 
to that prophetic soul in Proust embodied in his hero — 
precisely what the same experiences were to Wordsworth, 
that is to say authentic “intimations of immortality” ; and 
it is impossible to think of any great novel that proves 
this daring proposition, and this very definite proposition, 
so effectively as Proust does. Neither Goethe in Wilhelm 
Meister, nor Romain Rolland in Jean Christophe conveys 
to us such a clear-cut unmistakable “message” as to the 
nature of the human soul and its relation to the Eternal as 
Proust does in. Ala Recherche du Temps Perdu. 

In odier words, while catching so vividly one after 
another the insect-flights, the plant-loves, the aquarium- 
gestures of human society’s snobbishness and perversity, 
me book begins and ends with those “obstinate ques- 
tionings,” so congenital with the Hebrew spirit, as to the 
relation between the individual soul, incarnated in Time, 
and that which lies beyond Time. 

Whatever we forget in the criss-cross interplay of these 
swirling crowds of delicately delineated figures, one 
recurrent motif it is impossible to get out of our heads, the 
effect upon the hero’s mind, as it reaches him through his 
senses and as he struggles so intensely to catch its philo- 
sophic significance, of mat memorable incident — so trivial 
and yet so world-deep — of the “petite madeleine” dipped 
in lime-flower tea. The phenomenon recurs once or twice 
again, but its culminating occurrence is at the end of the 
book, when the hero is middle-aged and the generation 
before him have become old men and old women, and 
he is on the point of entering the great reception-rooms 
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of the final gathering of all the dramatis personae of the 
tale, where to our fairy-story satisfiiction as well as to our 
metaphysical content the picture sinks away into its pre- 
destined perspective. 

And soon mechanically [thus is the first occurrence of this 
revelation described], weary after a dull day with the pro^ct 
of a depressing morrow, I raised to my lips a spoonful of the 
tea in which 1 had soaked a morsel of the ci^e. 

No sooner had the warm liquid, and the crumbs with it, 
touched my palate than a shudder ran through my whole body, 
and I stopped, intent on the extraordinary changes that were 
taking place. An exquisite pleasure had invaded my senses, but 
individual, detached, with no suggestion of its origin. 

At once the vicissitudes of life had become indifferent to me, 
its disasters innocuous, its brevity illusory — ^this new sensation 
having had on me the effect, which love nas of filling me with 
a precious essence ; or rather this essence was not in me, it was 
myself. I had ceased now to feel mediocre, accidental, mortal. 

Hie curious thing about these sensuous “intimations of 
immortality” in Proust is that they come by chance and tiiat 
they are connected with irrelevant and perfectly trivial 
occasions. Here, as in other things, we note m our author 
a complete lack — as if he were colour-blind or had no ear 
for music — of that particular nerve in the human soul 
which is the cause of so much nobility of character as well 
as of so much sickening hypocrisy, and which we name 
by the ambiguous word “spirituality.” 

There is nothing “spiritual” in Proust; and this it is 
that gives such formidable authority to his aesthetic and 
philosophic generalizations. What indeed we have come 
to feel, and not without justice, is that an Intimation of 
Immortality based upon the effect on our soul of a “petite 
madeleine” dipped in lime-petal tea is of more actual and 
living weight man all the mental arguments of the Platonic 
Socrates ! 
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The second dominant motif of a book that is surely the 
most important work of fiction of our time, is the gradual 
clarification and definition of the hero’s first principles of 
art. These are also summed up in the final volume of 
Le Temps Retrouvi, and they condense themselves into a 
convincing proof of the subjectivity of all great art as against 
the noisy and aggressive heresy, so tempting, so plausible, 
so obvious, that Beauty, like Truth, has an objective 
reality in the cosmos, before which the business of each 
artist is to reduce his personal imagination to a blank. 

Thus we find this great work of Proust, as it takes its 
place beside all these other masterpieces of human genius, 
reaffirming the doctrine implicit in Homer and the Hebrew 
Prophets, as well as in Rabelais and Shakespeare and Goethe, 
that man’s redemption lies in the character of the individual 
and not in mechanized efficiency. 

What might be called the third theme of the work is 
the problem of erotic jealousy. To emphasize this par- 
ticukur motif, Proust has recourse to the inspired device of 
projecting into the first place in the book two protagonists, 
who hold much the same symbolic relation to earn other 
as do Daedalus and Bloom in Joyce’s Ulysses. 

But Proust’s young man has a more personal resemblance 
to his fiiend Swam than Daedalus ever had to Bloom ; and 
it B wonderful to note — considering the complicated 
“streams” of so many different “consciousnesses,” for 
which, as his tale moves forward, he has to dig charnels and 
lead them like currents of various temperature and density 
round and about each other in the sul>-aqueous world of 
his ovra mind — how firee from any real obscurity Proust’s 
art is. 

It has many resemblances to the art ofiKfenry James ; 
but I think it can be said — certainly as far as inffividual 
paragraphs are concerned, and even in some cases, remem- 
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Bering The Sacred Fount, iii the final disentangling — to be 
clearer than that great master’s method ! 

Some of our modem geniuses make deliberate use of 
obscurity, at least of something that is obscure to ardmt 
but not abnormally clever readers like myself, an ob- 
scurity that seems to utter a pontifical challeuge — “Who 
are you to understand me ?” — as if firom the hanging folds 
of some dark magisterial tapestry to all who presume to 
enter so recondite a temple, imd I do think diere is a 
certain aesthetic value in obscurity, just for its own sake 
alone, as there is a peculiar beauty in twilight : a beauty 
that satisfies a profound and mystical love of abracadabra 
in all our hearts, a beauty that at once rouses the imagina- 
tion and troubles the reason. But at the same time, in 
spite of Spinoza’s saying that the best things are difficult, 
I think diat all the supreme literary works in the world — 
for we are talking of literature, not metaphysics — are firee 
firom obscurity ; for though obscurity is the cause of one 
of the most ddidous of human feelings, intellectual 
superiority to others, it Hoes undoubtedly interfere with 
the work’s universal appeal. 

I admit, however, that ever sinc6 the days of the old 
Mysteries there has been an exciting religious titillation in 
thaumaturgical nebulosity, and this undoubtedly does 
have, as the god of the orgia hints in the Bacchanals, a 
definite aesthetic repercussion. 

But there is absolutely nothing of this kind of thing in 
Proust. If he is difficult to read, it is for just the opposite 
reason. It is because he throws a too er^usting search- 
light upon too many riddles in too quick succession ! 

Proust’s enormous work is, in fact, as artful and simple 
in its story-book complications and unraveUings as Tom 
Jones, We soon discover, if we presume to skip a page, 
that we have lost some important clue ; and, as so rarely 
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happens with even the finest novek, there goes on here, 
side by side with the analysis of (he characters in statu quo, 
a constant and often surprising development, sometimes 
a startling transformation, in the said characters. 

C.hftrles Swann is, as I have hinted, a sort of alter-ego 
to the young hero, reproducing some of the latter’s 
strongest emotions on a different and wider plane. Thus 
the “htde phrase” from Vinteuil’s Sonata which becomes 
such a symbohc accompaniment to the elder man’s passion 
for Odette, and which was composed by the unhappy 
musician as an oudet to his feelings about his daughter’s 
Lesbianism, strikes a chord of tragic beauty which is 
destined to repeat itself in the hero’s own alternations of 
firantic faith and desperate doubt over the same vice in 
Albertine. 

A reader would have to have suffered from feverish 
possessiveness, and also to have been tormented by an 
insatiable suspicion as to the ubiquity of this second City 
of the Plain, to enter with full sympathy into the torturing 
jealousies of Swann and the young Marcel. Love, to 
Proust, means frantic jealousy ; and jealousy, to Proust, 
means an inquisitorial desire to know everything about the 
least butterfly-stiiTing of the “prisoner,” her faintest 
gesture in the direction of any lure, whether innocent or 
guilty, that is not connected directly with ourselves ! 

So vibrant are these chords of je^ousy throughout this 
book, and so furiously, one might almost say firom an 
Anglo-Celtic point of view so comically devoid of all 
impulses of magnanimity towards the objects of their 
desire, that one begms to sigh for that more indulgent, 
more generous, less analytical touch of— well ! say of the 
Sonnets of Shakespeare, a touch which can stiU be found 
in the poetry of as young a poet as our Dorsetshire 
Kenneth Hopkins. 
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Describe each patterned circumstance of love! — 

As wdl coerce and govern the grey rain. 

With easy arrogance, whose vapours move 
And quench the light from the uneasy grain. 

Whose golden gratitude to the kind sun 
Fades in the dusk to unripe green again : 

As well persuade the noon that night is' come 
Or bid the tide run out before his time. 

And our mind turns, too, to'wards the devoted lovers 
in Hardy, and towards the self-restrained generosity, so 
heroic and long-enduring, of the unexacting amorists 
from the New World in Henry James. 

Is it untrue to experience, is it false to nature, this 
estimate of what the old ballads call “true love” in Hardy 
and James i 

But Proust’s microscopic analysis of “each patterned 
circumstance of love” is only equalled by the devastating 
realism •with which he traces, step by step, its pitiful 
disillusionment and final perishing; for Proustian love 
certainly Joes “alter when it alteration finds.” 

Here again, in universal dissolution under the sUding 
away of the golden-sands, one pauses to ask oneself whether 
Time, even Time itself, cannot sometimes be tricked J 

But one thing is certain, the whole subject of Proust’s 
great book is the battle of man’s soul "with what Hardy 
calls the “del-ving imps” of Time. 

Time is the Antagonist of this book ; and the Timeless 
— ^revealed in Art and revealed in these rare outbursts of 
the Self that is eternal — ^is the Protagonist. But this deeper 
theme in the book is half-concealed by the wavering con- 
sistence of the element that embodies it, just as the vital 
centre of a jellyfish is surrounded by the floating substance 
of its transparent body. 

And this gelatinous element that rises and falls with tire 
fitful undulations of the tide of our hfe is the elemait of 
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our secret sense of superiority to one another, in other 
words the element of snobbishness. 

Now in Proust’s book this snobbishness is primarily 
social, and only secondarily intellectual and aesthetic; 
whereas in the psychic chemistry of many impassioned 
readers of Prdust the social variety of this universal in- 
gredient plays a subordinate part, while its kindred 
emotions, such as cultural, moral, and even professioiud 
snobbishness, are revealed to the most cursory intro- 
spection. For it must be remembered that the most 
devoted lovers of A la Recherche are not the sort of 
persons, whether they be men or women, to become 
social climbers in the sense in which the good Doctor 
Cottard and his simple lady can be counted in this category, 
or even to possess any very sensitive divining-rod in its 
baleful presence. 

Doubdess most Proust-lovers have met in the course of 
their experience intriguing wretches hke the appalling 
Madame Verdurin, the most repulsive figure in the book, 
and hypocritical fools like M. Legrandin ; but these are 
extreme examples of snobbishness, and I believe our 
Proustian initiates would have to admit that in their own 
experience they have encountered many more types like 
the hero’s Grandmother, or the pure-minded Vinteuil, 
or that patient, unworldly gendeman, Saniette, than they 
have seen specimens of these glittering sodety-fish, whose 
diining tails and gleaming fins are always baring against 
the gia» of the great Proustian aquarium ! 

But just as Walt Whitman is for ever “celebrating” the 
one type of person of all others least likely to read his 
poems, so we may be stare that few Madame Verdurins or 
Legrandins among us will have the discomfort of recog- 
nizing themselves in Proust’s pages, or, I suspect, few 
Orianes de Guermantes either ! 
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But the truth is, there are uncommonly few great 
writers, though there must have been many portrait- 
painters, who have had the privilege of living cheek-by- 
jowl with the beau-monde as Proust did ; and we may 
note that among the novelists who have described such 
circles, such as Thackeray, Disraeli, and Henry James, and 
some would add Balzac and Tolstoy, there is nothing to 
approach the microscopic analysis — ^at once aesthetic and 
sdfentific — of Proust’s investigations in these glass-houses 
of his Botanical Garden. 

And if, as seems likely enough, these particular breeds 
of human orthids are, as our revolutionaries would say, 
liquidated out of existence, together with the particular 
kind of snobbishness that their presence implies, we may 
be perfecdy sure, human nature being what it is, that some 
other form of coveted distinction, very likely a good deal 
less harmless than that which made an ideal of Oriane’s 
retxptions, will talm its place, implying in its turn a new 
ferm of our ancktb^ vice and, let us hope, a new Proust, 
not to moralize or sentimentalize over it k la Thackeray, 
not to bewitch us and drug us with its charm in the 
manner of Henry James, but to do what the author of 
A la Recherche alone has done, date, collate, and isolate its 
flowerings, from the poUen of its least pistil to the curve 
of its least calyx! 

Proust is surely right in his emphasis on the enormous 
part played in our daily Hfe — ^in England and America as 
well as on the continent of Europe — ^by the estimation in 
which we think we are held, or fear to be held, by our 
neighbours. 

It is, I think, this less active aspect of snobbishness which 
is really universal ; for this is shared by the least ambitious 
among us, while the exhausting process of social climbing, 
entailing so many rebuffs and such heart-rending firustra- 
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tions, even though it may lead to a Guermantes salon in 
the end, must be the lot of few. It is, however, as absurd 
to quarrel with Proust — ^as he makes point after point as 
to wherein consist the real degrees of social distinction — 
on the ground of his being snobbish as it would be to 
quarrel with a collector of butterflies on the ground of his 
carrying a butterflynaet. 

And, after all, what we call Fashion, with all its subtle 
psychological and aesthetic implicatioru, is something 
that must exist as long as our race exists, though the 
particular set of people at any given epoch &voured by 
being the ideal repository of t^s cult must always be 
changing. 

It is perfecdy right that this fashion-phenomenon should 
be of great interest to novelists, since so many human 
values, not always as superficial as cynics suppose, can be 
tracked down in these mores of sophisticated tribal custom. 

Proust is always reverting in his own mind to certain 
famous social Memoirs of the past, and he is careful to 
inform us that his own Madame Villeparisis, Oriane de 
Guermantes’s old-fashioned aunt, was engaged upon the 
compilation of her Memoirs. 

Over the most fiivolous Memoirs floated, «:cording 
to him, the purest perfumes of history, and what those 
unearthed ashes of Um-Burial, “cooled a long age in the 
deep-delvM earth,” were to Sir Thomas Browme, these 
tticty mementos of the paper-chase of Time were to 
il^oust. 

Lovers of Walter Pater will remember those unequalled 
passages in which that great virtuoso analyses the work of 
Watteau. Well ! the work of Proust was, if I may say 
so, the work of a Watteau reversed; for with a tragic 
intensity in fiivolity he seeks to retrace what Lord Chester- 
field would call “des graces** of the fleeting Present, till 
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they sink back and away into the inmiortal shadow-shapes 
of a mythological Temps RetrouvS. 

His hero, for instance, is always catching, in the most 
fleeting expression of his Gilberte or his Albertine, those 
looks on a girl’s face that revert to the legendary women 
of the past ; and his alter-ego Swann does the same with 
Odette. It is, in fact, the “eternal recurrence” of the 
imperishable secret of feminine beauty as it can be caught 
on the profile of the most casually-met grisette that these 
Proustian lovers are always seeking : 

— ^Like those Nicean barks of yore 
That gently o’er the perfumed sea 
The weary, way-worn wanderer bore 
To his own native shore ; 

On desperate seas long wont to roam — 

Few Proust-lovers will disagree with me when I 
maintain that as a painter of the Great World’s depend- 
ents, or perhaps I should rather use the heraldic word and 
say supporters, he is unsurpassed, except — and with what 
a difference of emphasis ! — ^by our own Sir Walter Scott. 

Proust’s Fran^oise is indeed one of those characters 
whose existence is a better excuse for the presence of 
gende-folk in the world than gende-folk always offer for 
memselves ; and in regard to Fran^oise any upper-middle- 
class person in England, that is to say of the class in which 
Proust places his hero’s parents, will of necessity conjure 
up firom his own childhood some old servant — ^whether 
she be a Nanny or otherwise — ^whose peculiarities are 
vividly recalled by this unequalled old woman. 

If there are certain scenes in Proust where we are 
reminded .of Disraeli’s novels, the moment Fran9oise 
comes on the scene we reach an atmosphere of such 
touching subdeties of loyalty that Disraeli is forgotten, 
and we think of the feudal retainers in Scott’s books. 
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Proust’s way of analysing all that St. Paul declares to 
be “a shame so much as to speak of” strikes my mind as 
the best possible way in which a writer can deal with 
these things, unless of course, either for his own jpleasure, 
or the pleasure of temperaments akin to his own, he wants 
to be provocative. 

I would say, myself, that Proust is never provocative ; 
but since there seems to be no limit to what certain natures 
can find disturbing to their peace of mind, it is better not 
to be dogmatic about this. 

The truth is, that directly you touch any human sex- 
nerve, whether it be normal or abnormal, and both are 
in nature, you touch a nerve that can only be understood 
from inside. 

Take the case of what we have come to call Sadism. 
Now there are obviously infinite varieties of this vicious 
emotion, all of which may be roughly defined as sexual 
excitement produced by cruelty. The most har ml ess of 
these varieties of sadism is the pretence of cruelty in a 
sadist towards a masochist, whm each of them is equally 
guilty of perverse excitement. Less harmless than this 
is the hal^conscious sadism of audiences at cruel per- 
formances. 

Much more serious is the sadistic pleasure of writers — 
a pleasure instantaneously recognized by persons of the 
same kidney-— in inv«iting cruel scenes. 

Now I tmnk it may be laid down as an absolute psycho- 
logical law that unless a particular sadistic imp^e is a 
temptation to oneself and the cause of sexual agitation to 
oneself, it is impossible to be convincing in describing it. 

Now my own humble contribution just here to a 
critkal analy^ of the sadistic element in Proust is that he 
is totally unconvincing in his description of the wicked 
emotion felt by Monsieur Vinteuil’s daughter, who, in the 
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process of being made love to, encourages her friend to 
spit, or at least to talk of spitting, on the portrait of her 
father which she has deliberately placed near them. 

Now that this perverse, but inherently good girl, 
should derive sadistic pleasure from being caressed under 
the picture of the dead parent is quite credible to me ; but 
this spitting in the face of the picture strikes me as totally 
incredible. 

• I do not mean that it is incredible for a heartless child 
to spit into the face of a dead parent’s picture. I mean 
that the introduction of this spitting in Monsieur Vinteuil’s 
face into a scene where the inhumanity is purely sadistic 
and consists in being caressed in his presence, is an ir- 
relevance. 

It is a brutality that has nothing to do with the sadistic 
nerve. You must remember that we have been especially 
told that the musician’s daughter was not in any sense a 
bad, or a brutal, or a malicious, or even a spiteful girl. 

In a word, while it is natural enough that she should 
get pleasure by being caressed before the photograph, the 
idea of spitting on it is unnatural. It was in fact a spiteful, 
not a sadistic action. It is as though Dostoievsky in his 
Confession of Stavrogin had made the unhappy man admit 
that in the midst of his sadistic sensuality he had per- 
petrated some act of vulgar brutality, the crudity of which 
sprang from a callousness in his nature that had no con- 
nection at all with his perverted feelings. 

But if I find lapses in Proust’s handling of “the most 
dangerous of human nerves,” I am reduced to astonished 
awe at his perfect insight into die heart of a selfish aristo- 
crat. We need never, I think, have known such persons 
ourselves to feel the delicious shock of absolute truth in 
what he reveals about them. 

Psychological reality of this sort carries its own con- 
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viction ; just as we need never have known a murderer 
or a murderer’s accomplice to accept every Shakespearean 
revelation as to the feelmgs of Macbeth and Lady Macbeth. 

And thus, while to our astonishment it seems quite 
natural for the inherited good-breeding of M. de Guer- 
mantes to leave his young visitor — ^who cannot at that 
epoch have been more than seventeen — ^for three-quarters 
of an hour to enjoy his picture-gallery in peace, while he 
keeps a large company of guests awaiting the signal t6 
move into me dining-room, it seems also foe pure essence 
of truth about this man foat when he condescends to 
present himself in foe Proust flat to enquire about the 
dying grandmother he should be so absorbed in the 
immense honour he is doing them as to be totally oblivious 
of the human tragedy going on under his nose. 

At moments like this — ^and let readers who upbraid 
Proust for his snobbishness ponder on this — foe indelible 
Indian ink at foe point of his sharp pen takes on a satiric 
bite worthy of Jane Austen. 

At this point my mother, who was waiting impatiently for 
some cylinders of oxygen which would help my grandmother 
to breathe more easily, came out herself to the haU where foe 
little expected to find M. de Guermantes. I should have liked 
to conceal him, had that been possible. But convinced in his 
own mind that nothing was more essential, could be more 
- gratifying to her or more indispensable to foe maintenance of 
his reputation as a perfect gentleman, he seized me violently by 
foe arm, and althoi^h I defended myself as against an assault 
with repeated protestations of “Sir, Sir, Sir,” dragged me across 
to Mamma, saying: “Will you do me foe great honsjur of 
presenting me to your mother — 

And it was so plain to him that the honour was hers foat he 
could not help smiling at her even while he was composing a 

f rave face. He apparently proposed to enter into conversation, 
ut my mother, overwhelmed by her grief, told me to come at 
once, and did not reply to foe speeches of M. de Guermantes. 
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A similar obtuseness in this perfect gentleman manifests ’ 
itself when Charles Swann, a much closer intimate than 
our hero could ever hope to be, had the temerity to hint 
to Oriane de Guermantes, as she and the Duke were 
hurrying off to a party, that his, Swann’s days upon 
earth, were numbered ; but he might just as well have 
informed the lady’s red shoes or the man’s opera-hat of 
this irrelevant fact. 

“I don’t know why I am telling you this ; I have never said 
a word to you before about my ilmess. But as you asked me, 
and as now I may die at any moment. . . . But whatever I do, 

I mustn’t make you late; you’re dining out, remember,” he 
added, because he knew that for other people their own social 
obligations took precedence of the death of a friend, and could 
put himself in her place by dint of his instinctive politeness. 
But that of the Duchess enabled her also to perceive in a vague 
way that the dinner to which she was going must count for less 
to Swann than his own death. . . . 

Mme. de Guermantes advanced resolutely towards the carriage 
and uttered a last farewell to Swann. ... “I expect they gave 
you a dreadful fright, come to luncheon whatever day you like ” 
(with Mme. de Guermantes things always resolved themselves 
into luncheons), “ you will let me know your day and time,” 
and, lifting her red skirt, she set her foot on the step. She was 
just getting into the carriage when, seeing this foot exposed, 
the Duke cried in a terrifying voice : “ Oriane, what have you 
been thinking of, you wretch? You’ve kept on your black 
' shoes ! With a red dress ! Go upstairs quick and . . .” ^‘But, 
my dear,” replied the Duchess gently, annoyed to see that Swann, 
who was leaving the house with me but had stood back to allow the 
carriage to pass out in front of us, could hear, “since we are late.” 

“No, no, we have plenty of time. It’s only ten to ; it won’t 
take us ten minutes . . - and after all if we turn up at half-past 
eight they’ld have to wait for us, but you can’t possibly go there 
m a red dress and black shoes. . . .” 

The Duchess went up to her room. 

“It’s not unbecoming,” said Swann. “I noticed the black 
shoes and they didn’t ofend me in the least. . . 
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“Good-bye, my children,” said M. de Guermantes thrusting 
us gently from the door. “ Get away before Onane comes down 
again. . . 

And so it was simply from good breeding and good fellowship 
that, after politely showing us out, he cried from off stage in a 
stentorian voice from the porch to Swann, who was already in 
the courtyard : “You, now, don’t let yourself be taken in by 
doctors’ nonsense, damn them. They’re donkeys. You’re as 
strong as the Pont Neuf. You’ll live to bury us all ! ’ 

In regard to Proust’s method of writing, his most 
remarkable device, or perhaps we should say discovery, 
is the imaginative bringing together of ideas, or essences, 
or images that in objective reahty are scattered through 
many various levels and dimensions, but can be fused 
together by our power of feeling things, not in their 
isolation, like instruments of torture in a museum, or like 
nectarines in cotton-wool, but in tlieir Hving, breathing, 
fluctuating environment, permeated by the airs and 
sounds and smells about them, and by our own com- 
pheated feelings with regard to them. 

But the art of fusing together these scattered essences, 
moral, emotional, psychological, sensual, and all treated, 
for the whole process implies both sensibility and analysis, 
with what might be called aesthetic science, is no easy 
achievement. It entails, if the style is to represent the 
dissolving horizons into which the ripples of these psychic- 
sMisuous “events” vanish, a certain stretching out of 
sentences and paragraphs, yes ! and even of pages, to a 
lengda before which all but inveterate Proustians are 
forced to cry, “Hold, enough !” 

The truth is, there are two urges m this great writer ; 
and not aU of us can sympathrie equally with both. 
Thorough-going Proustians, hke thorough-going Words- 
worthians, are rare birds. 

In one of these urges the scientific element predominates 
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— though the science is Proustian science — ^while in the 
other the aesthetic element, which lies closer to the 
author’s private philosophy, leaps up to monopolize the 
field. 

In certain illuminating passages' we encounter a definite 
and conscious clash between these two, though no doubt 
it is a more serious clash to the young hero of the book 
than to his scientific creator. 

For instance, after devoting the best part of an entire 
volume to the by-no-means inspiring chatter at a de 
Guermantes dinner-party, the author permits his young 
man to utter a heart-felt sigh of disappointment and to 
prop up his tottering illusion by a shaky hope that when 
these people are by themselves they are less fatuous. 

I barely listened to these stories, stories of the kind that M. 
de Norpois used to tell my father ; they supplied no food for 
my favourite train of thought; and besides, even had they 

K sessed the elements which they lacked, they would have 
to be of a very exciting quality for my inner life to awaken 
during those hours in which I dwelt in my skin, my well- 
brushed hair, my starched shirt-front, in which, that is to say, 
I could feel noting of what constituted for me the pleasure of 
life. . . . Was it really for the sake of dinners such as this that 
all these people dressed themselves up and refused to allow the 
penetration of middle-class women into their so exclusive 
drawing-rooms — ^for dinners such as this ? 

And if Proust permits his youthful hero to sigh Uke 
this over the inability of the fashionable world to supply 
grist for his mill, may we not ourselves be allowed to 
express a wish Hiat in this huge mass of herbarium or 
aquarium investigations — ^they are his own comparisons 
— ^diere had been a little more of the madeleine motif, a 
little more of those Ways that would have interested 
Walter Pater more than Saint-Simon » 

It is interesting, in any case, to note how in the vast 
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canvas o£ A la Recherche du Temps Perdu the Proustian 
“science” often gives the Proustian “aesthetic” a little 
more than it can carry off. This is curious, considering 
his steady ftith in subjective as against objective methods 
of art. 

Ih the hands of Dorothy M. Richardson, and in the hands 
of James Joyce, the art of the novel makes use of what, I 
befieve. May Sinclair was the first to call the “stream of 
consciousness.” Now stricdy speaking, this is not the' 
method of Proust; for while we are told what the hero 
t hinks or what Swann thinks, we are told this rather by 
the author than either by the “I” of the story or by 
Charles Swann. 

In fact, Proust permits himself to do to the limit the 
very thing that is anathema to the artist-type of author ; 
that is, to intersperse his fiction with what is not so much 
a “stream of consciousness” as a stream of Proustian 
commentaries upon consciousness ! 

Let us, for a moment, compare these streams of con- 
sciousness as we receive them from Dublin, London, and 
Paris. Let us listen to Joyce, to Dorothy Richardson, and 
to Marcel Proust;, as each of them soliloquizes in these 
cities through the lips of thdr protagonists. 

Let us begin with Joyce. 

Stephen dosed his eyes to hear his boots crush crackling 
mack and shells. You arc walking through it howsomever, 
I am, a stride at a time. A very short space of time throi^h 
very short dmes of space. Hve, six : the nadkeimnder. Exactly ; 
and that is the ineluctable modality of the audible.* Open your 
eyes. No. Jesus ! If I fell over a diff that beetles o’er his base, 
fell through the tieheneimtider ineluctably. I am getting on 
nicely in the dark. My ash sword hangs at my side. Tap with 
it : they do. My two feet in his boots are at the aid of his 
legs, tieheneimmder. Sounds solid ; made by the mallet of Los 
Dmiufjfos. 
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Am I walking into eternity along Sandymount strand ? Crush, 
cradt, crick, crick. Wild sea money. Dominic Deasy kens 
diem a’. 

Wont you come to Sandymount, 

Madeline the mare? 

BJiythm begins, you see. I hear. A catalectic tetrameter of 
iambs marching. No, agallop : deline the mare. 

Now, whether we can follow or not the meaning of 
nebeneinander, or can say what a “tetrameter of iambs” is, 
or what is conveyed by the words deline the mare, most of 
us, less erudite readers, can I think catch in all this the 
sad, bitter, satirical-scholastical, metaphysical-drcus tone 
of a modem Ebmlet fooled to the top of his bent. But 
whatever we catch, or whatever, by reason of our im- 
perfect education, we fail to catch, here undoubtedly our 
Dubliner passes completely into the person of Stephen ; 
and it is Stephen s stream of consciousness, however 
obscure to the unsophisticated, that we are being obsessed 
by and absorbed in. 

Now let us leave Dublin and Stephen’s bitter Hamlefr- 
metaphysics, and pltmge into a London stream of con- 
sciousness, the impressions, namely, of Ivdiciam Hmderson, 
Miss Richardson’s heroine. 

Sitting exempted, sipping her milk while the others talked, 
lounging, in smooth gentle tones, three forces . . . curbed to 
gmdeiiess . . . she felt the room about her change from gloom 
to a strange blurred brighmess, as if she were seeing it throt^h 
frosted gh^. ... A party of young men were getting up to 
go, stamping their feet and josdir^ each other as they shook 
themselves to rights, letting their jeering, jesting voices reach 
street level before they got to the door. They fled past, their 
frees, browless under evilly flattened doth caps, or too larM 
im^r horrible shallow bowlers set too frr bade, were all & 
same, set towards the street with the look, even while they 
jested, of empty finality ; choiceless dead fiices. They were not 
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really gay. They had not been gay as they sat. Only defiantly 
noisy, collected together to banish, with their awfid ritual of 
jeers and jests, the closed-in view that was always before their 
eyes; giving them, even while they were at their rowdiest, 
that look of lonely awareness of something that would never 
change. That was why they jeered? Why their voices were 
always defensive and defiant ? What else could they do when 
they could alter nothing and never get away ? 

Now in this little segment of dhe stream of conscious- 
ness, as it passes through the mind of Miss Richardson’s 
Miriam, we may note mat, as in the case of Joyce’s pri^t- 
educated Stephen, the author identifies himself com- 
pletely with me character’s thoughts. 

But although there are passages in Proust where the 
author, like a cloudy deity hovering over the head of the 
“I” of the story, does almost attain a similar identification, 
his more usual way is to let this secondary “I” bustle into 
the situation, and then to take the matter out of his hands, 
and to dehver, as it might be out of the air, an all-knowing 
gaieralization upon the situation in question, a generaliaa- 
tion that might, or might not, be over the “J’s” head. 

It is for this reason that the whole of A la Recherche 
comes to resemble one long subtle and serpentine essay, 
a soliloquy not of the htde “I” of the plot but of the 
ubiquitous “I” of the inventor of the plot. 

For instance when the little “I” comes fi>r the first time 
to Balbec, the big invisible “I” in the background allows 
its inexhaustible soliloquy, which is the s^t tide of the 
whole book and whidb, is now dealing with the magic of 
place-names and to what Mse conclusions they often 
lead us, to be interrupted, as if by -a stream of firesh water 
coming suddaily to the surfece, by the physical proceed- 
ings of the little “I,” who, plunging into die town from 
the station, is' horrified to find its precious church, with 
the name that had swallowcd up everything in its Persian 
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syllables and its suggestion of the mystery of the sea, 
situated closfe to a caf6 with the word “Billiards,” an 
omnibus-office, a tramway, and a bank. 

And again in connection with the silly stories related 
by the clever, good-natured but not over-sensitive Bloch, 
whose humour it is, sometimes in season but much more 
often out of season, to parody Homer, we ftad the litde 
“I’s” impulsive admiration severely corrected by the big 
•“I” seated in the clouds above his head, who — and the 
passage has much significance in regard to Proust’s whole 
method — ^refers to the flatness and dullness of certain 
aspects of Saint-Simon’s historic gossip. 

Saint-Simon’s portraits composed by himself (and very likely 
without his admiring them himself) are admirable, whereas what 
he cites as the charming wit of his clever friends is frankly dull 
where it has not become meaningless. He would have scorned 
to invent what he reports as so pointed or so coloured when 
said by Mme. Cornuel or Louis XIV. 

And the ubiquitous essayist, whose vivid sohloquy 
upon contemporary life contains all die characters of 
A la Recherche like flies in amber, proceeds to add, in 
connection with his admired Saint-Simon that “in the 
state of mind in which we ‘observe’ we are a long way 
below the level to which we rise when we create.” 

Alas ! there is a good deal in these wonderful volumes 
where Proust himself is “observing” ; that is^to say, is 
making his portraits say things more worthy of Mme. 
Cornuel and Louis XTV than of their chronicler. 

Dyed-in-the-grain Proustians will defend this on the 
ground of “trum to nature” but others amopg us know 
too well their own weakness for this treacherous truth to 
nature to be led astray by such talk. 

No, it isn’t on die ground of truth to nature that I 
would defend as essential to his main design the duller 
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pages in Proust. I don’t enjoy them. I have been guilty 
of wishing they weren’t there. Many passages wodld be 
far pleasanter to read without them. But die book as a 
whole would not be so great or so convincing a work. 

The pleasures of reading are not confined to the im- 
mediate excitement of readiag. There are also after- 
thoughts; and when an exciting book leaves no after- 
thoughts we know well what has been wrong. The 
author has been afraid of being dull. 

But the grand secret of Proust, that sacred “message,” 
which I, as a good Lollard of Hterature, so obstinately 
seek for, has to do with that madeleine dipped in tea and 
with the two or three other occasions of the same revela- 
tion, until the culminating one at the end rounds oflf the 
book. 

And to what does this really amount f Surely to the 
conclusion, daring and startling as it is, that the mood in 
which we arrive at the kind of ecstasy described by Proust 
and without which, he admits, many people go through 
their entire life, is not a mood coimccted wiA what we 
call “beauty,” nor with what we call "truth,” nor with 
what we call “love.” It is a mood, or let me say a moment, 
when we are made rapturously happy by what Words- 
worth calls “the pleasure which there is in life itself.” 

Now beauty does not have this efiect ; and in any case 
beauty is something that a really lofty and magnanimous 
spirit finds it must do without; not because it isn’t inspiring 
in itself, but because its cult makes us unsympathetic and 
inhuman. 

Truth, again, by its inherent nature, cannot recondie 
us to life. The more truly we fece Hfe, the more seriously, 
as our oft-quoted Russian says, we return our Creator 
His ticket. 

Nor, when you consider the nature of what the great 
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ascetics and the great founders of religion have taught 
about spiritual love and the sacrifice of the self to otner 
selves, can it be said that Proust’s madeleine has anything 
in common with the “highest” of all historic ideals. 

Nor has this madeleine feeling anything to do with the 
reason, or the intellect, or metaphysics, or science. It is a 
sensation; but a very rare and a very singular sensation. 

Speaking with respectful nicety, it might justly be called 
the Miracle of the Mass in the Natural World. It is some- 
thing that happens by chance ; and could occur to a selfish 
person, a criminal person, to a devilish person, just as easily 
as to a saint. 

What, therefore, are we to think? Shall we say it 
seems exactly the sort of ironic trick that a Janus-faced 
Rrst Cause might play upon its creatures ? or shall we say 
that it goes deeper even than that ? Shall we say that the 
madeleine sensation of Immortality, and of Universal 
Reconciliation, is a momaitary consciousness, levelling 
every mortal living thing to the same level and proving 
the wisdom of evangeli^ humility, of being one with 
the First Cause ? 

This is certainly what Miss Richardson’s Miriam implies 
in the sweet blasphemy of her “profane” secret. 

She thot^ht of the autumn sunlight, held it in her mind, 
thought of it as existing in their minds and in the minds of 
everyone in London to-day ; the hint of an answer, the moment 
one paused to look at it, to every problem in the world.” 

For the point is — ^according to these streams of con- 
sciousness in Paris and London, growing- as they both do, 
Miss Richardson in hfer Pilgrimage, Proust in his A la 
Recherche, into an impersond sec^mar protest against om 
modem futility and our modem brutahty — the point is 
that this madeleipe feeling does go beyond death. It 
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resembles the strange and unexpected emotion produced 
in the mind by the way the best short story ever written, 
The Great-Coat by Nikolai Gogol, goes beyond death. 

Philosophy can help us to bear up under life and even 
to be cheerful, but to be able to do more than that, death 
must be brought into it ; and brought into it in some other 
way than as a ghastly Cimmerian Epilogue or a “blacken- 
ing-out” of the whole business. 

Proust’s A la Recherche du Temps Perdu is like a dance 
of the glittering mackerel of die sea, who, as they dart 
and gleam in the element of Time, are unaware that all 
the while their dorsal fins are not in the sea at all, but in 
the Timeless air above. 

Thus, if we regard Marcel Proust and James Joyce as 
the two most formidable writers of the present epoch, it 
is interesting to note that, while the Irishman treats all his 
characters except Stephen as a titanic Gulliver of satire 
and parody who is enjoying a Burlesque Show of Lilli- 
putians with a mixture of disgusted relish and relishing 
disgust, Proust keeps up his serpentine progress through 
the hearts, nerves, and brains of all his people with an 
intensity of analysis so exquisite, so fine-spun, so levelling, 
that instead of feeling the mixture of puazled and respectful 
awe that we feel in the presence of Joyce and even of his 
alter-ego Stephen, we are prepared to argue with him in 
our own minds, so real have bis people become to us, and 
expostulate with him as to his treatment of them, as if all 
he had done was just to introduce us to them, and that 
formality once safely over we could take our own view 
of thek proceedings and their fate. 

■ But so fiightenii^, so disturbing, so difficult, to an old- 
fiishioned sentimental-romantic mind is the style of Joyce, 
that many of us feel as “rattled” in reading him as Panurge 
felt when the Pantagruelian ship happened “in Land- 
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loper’s phrase to be temporising it,” and they were haded 
across die water by Harry Cottiral with a strange crew 
“qui tenoient de la Quinte.” 

It is Proust’s secondary hero, however, our good Swann, 
who in his fits and his furies about Odette is brought 
nearer to the entelechy of humanity’s bon espoir than the 
bitterest throb of poor Stephen’s “agenbite of the inwit” 
could make him come; for the “little phrase” of old 
•Vinteud’s Sonata, whde it takes upon itself the infirmity 
of our mortality, brings to us something of its own pre- 
existent immortality. 

Its destiny was linked, for the future, with that of the human 
soul . . . perhaps it is not-being that is our true state ; but if 
so we feel that, it must be that these phrases of music, these 
conceptions which exist in relation to our dream are nothing 
either. We shall perish, but we have for our hostages these 
divine captives who shall follow and share our fate. And death 
in their company is something less hitter, less inglorious, perhaps 
even less certain. 

In this passage one cannot help catching, as if on the 
wireless of a special Proustian announcement for modem 
ears, our age’s inherent scepticism, scepticism of every 
kind of wisdom that cannot be checked up by chemical 
or electrical or mathematical support. 

The feeling that the “litde phrase” in its mysterious 
perfection comes down to us from the realm of Platonic 
Ideas, and that in what we call Beauty we can get support 
for our hope of surviving death, does not weigh one 
quarter as an argument compared with the “madeleine.” 

And why is that ? Simply because at every single point 
this madeleine phenomenon can be verified by sensible 
evidence. Proust, in fact, plays with Plato ; but in the 
matter of memory in relation to the Timeless he is as 
serious and scrupulous as a literary Einstein. 
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Our present generation, in the Literature of Europe 
and America, have no men of genius that even approach 
Proust and Joyce. I am old enough now to have lived 
through three great hterary dictatorships. When I was 
at college, Dostoievsky and Nietzsche were the rulers of 
our spirit. When I first visited America, Anatole France 
and Thomas Hardy were our masters. But all the way 
through the decade that is now closing, the more serious 
book4overs among us, I mean those who are concerned 
with real original genius and not with mere skilful crafts- 
manship, have turned, perforce, whether we go deeply 
into their work or not, to Proust and Joyce. 

Joyce is the most diificult great writer we have ever 
had, and Proust is the most non-moral ; so that those of 
us who have been caught by our less initiated friends 
chewing the sweet cud of snobbish satisfaction that we 
can enjoy what is caviare to others, will do well to re- 
member that neither a gnomic style throwing alluring and 
tantalizing stumbling-Wocks before un-erudite and un- 
philological minds, rousing snobbish satisfaction in some 
and infuriated fecedousncK in others, nor long-winded 
struggles to find the seaet of the Eternal in our Memory, 
are absolutes in the art of writing. 

Neither literature nor philosophy began with these 
discoveries; nor will they end with them. Hear the 
words of Rabelais upon this point. 

Pray* why is it that People say that Men are not such Sots 
now-a-days as they were in the days of Yore 5 Sot is an old word 
that sonifies, a Dunce, Dullard, Jolthead, Gull, Wittal, or Noddy, 
one without Guts in his Brains, whose cocldoft is unfurnished, 
and in short a fool. Now would I know, whether you would 
have us understand hy this same Saying, as indeed you logically 
may, that formerly Men were fools, and this generation has 
grown Wise ? 

How many and what Dispositions made them Fools ? How 
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many and what Dispositions are waiting to make ’em Wise . 
Pray, how came you to know that Men were formerly Fools i 
How did you find out that they are now Wise? Who the 
Devil made ’em Fools ? Who a God’s name made ’em Wise ? 

. . . Why did the old Folly end now, and no later ? Why did 
the Modem Wisdom begin now and no sooner ? What were 
we the worse for the former Folly ? What the better for the 
succeeding Wisdom ? 

Well, for myself, for these things are always personal, 
1 can only say that I have been “the better” for Proust’s 
“Modem Wisdom” in the sense that I have learnt from 
him a certain trick of taking the unpoetic details of daily 
life as if they were just as extraordinary, and just as signi- 
ficant of the Meseghse way of our soul’s planetary sojourn, 
as any Venetian palaces or Alpine peaks. 

But poetic or unpoetic, they are as they are because we 
are as we are. 

She thought of the autumn sunlight, held it in her mind, 
thought of it as existing in their minds and in the minds of 
everyone in London to-day ; the hint of an answer, the moment 
one paused to look at it, to every problem in the world. 
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D O lovers of books overestimate the influ- 
kence of literature upon the -world > I fancy 
lit depends upon what particular race and 
^ epoch you have in your mind. The Chinese 
must have been more influenced by books 
than by anything else except sex and starvation. Our old 
English Puritans must have been more influenced by the 
Bible than by all tlie heredity and environment you could 
name. Homer, whether read or recited, must have 
permeated the ancient Greek mdud ; so must the Koran 
tlie Mahommedan ; and as for the Jews, from the days 
when Moses flung down his tables of stone to the days 
when Heine mocked at omnipotence, books have moulded 
their thoughts, their character, their feelings, their whole 
attitude to life. 

It is true that except for Homer these are all religious 
books; but when you put Shakespeare aside, who is, I 
suppose, the only thoroughly secular genius of all great 
writers, the problem of religion, that is to say the problem 
of good and evil in connection with the supernatural, 
alters into all the books by which men have lived, 
whether mystically as in Faust, humorously as in Rabelais, 
critically as in Lucretius, or with esoteric universality as 
in Walt Whitman. 

In the stirring up of social revolutions it must be 
allowed that books have had serious nvals in those terrible 
concretions we so smoothly and glibly call “economic- 
torces. 

And religion itself, quite apart from books, along with 
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anti-religion apart from books, has played a formidable 
part in most bloody upheavals; for though both sides 
are always appealing to books, the real urge, for or against 
the religious instinct, comes much nearer to sexual 
emotion than to anything intellectual or aesthetic. 

And the personal genius of individual revolutionaries 
and individual reactionaries is something else that is 
independent of books. Indeed, one sometimes feels as if 
the American, the French, the Russian, and certainly the 
Spanish revolution could be explained without introducing 
Rousseau or Tom Paine, or even Marx or Bakunin. 

I speak of the fact that these things happened at all ; but 
of course, once started, books art brought upon the scene. 
Hunger and oppression, assisted by the magnetic hypnosis 
of eloquent leaders, would probably have produced some 
sort of violent change in ^ these cases; but it is still 
possible to doubt if they would have taken the particular 
form with which we are familiar had it not been for 
literary articulation. 

And one can say the same of all the convulsions and 
reactions, the stiffenings and the weakenings, the new 
lives and the incredible conversions, that occur in indi- 
vidual human souls. 

Our personal character— in its impact with chance and 
circumstance — ^is no doubt our fete ; but I fancy there are 
many among us who, if they were brought to the con- 
fessional, would be compelled to admit that the deciding 
influence in the crises of this fete was the effect of certain 
books. 

And this leads to another question. Is it in our youth 
or in our maturity that books affect us the more ? Some 
would say at once that as year follows year in our normal 
lives, and we continue in pain and disillusion and weariness 
and disgust to harden our hearts, we grow less and less 
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responsive to books and more and more cynical as to the 
effect of books upon society. 

But I confess I am myself inclined to take a different 
view. It is true that youth of both sexes is always ready, 
as its elders know to their cost, to appeal, with more or 
less passion and prejudice, to the authority of the written 
word ; and it is true that in its idealism and its arrogance 
youth tends to repeat what it has picked up from books 
rather than, as its elders are never tired of reminding it,' 
what it has thought out for itself. I suspect, moreover, 
that it rarely fads to present itself to youth under these 
strictures, that what its elders call their “experience” and 
their “practical common sense,” is in reality nothing but 
a narrow and unenlightened selfishness, due to anything 
rather than a ridh and varied response to a fuller life, due 
very often to mere frustration and the drying up of the 
sacred fount. 

All this may be perfecdy true, and yet I would be 
tempted to retort that the argument about selfishness is 
neither here nor there, for every pleasure can be “selfish,” 
and it is an open question whemer to be “taken out of 
oneself” by the “movies” or the “wireless” is a nobler 
pastime than to “find yourself” in a powerful novel, or 
to bank yoursdf up, with all your whims and caprices, 
in some philosophical work that suits your taste and can 
buttress you against the catapults of chance. 

I cert^y think that youth is more addicted than 
maturity to depend on the passing fashion m its reading, 
and much more inclined, in its craving for topical subjects, 
to dodge the effort of detachment which is necessary if we 
are to eiyoy, deliberately and quietly, any of the great 
books of the past. This has been a book altout the works 
that have alr^dy received the verdict of posterity ; and 
the feet remains that such works must be judged rather 
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by their power over the lives of individuals than by <-bHr 
power to produce social upheavals. 

We all have to live; we all have to snatch at some 
margin of pleasure as we scramble through life ; and while 
there are plenty of influences, within us and without us, 
that determine our political and economic convictions, 
there are only a limited number of books that can per- 
manently increase our happiness, deepen our power of 
endurance, and touch the whole spectacle with a magir 
that not only heightens the larger outlines but makes it 
possible to get extraordinary satisfaction out of all manner 
of little primitive and elementary things. 

Bti* there it is ! We cannot like to the same degree all 
the books that have received the “imprimatur”’ of the 
generations, and indeed we are perfectly justified in picking 
and choosing as we go along. 

But there is, I think, a natural comprehensiveness of 
taste in ordinary intelligent readers that ought to be 
deliberately cultivated as we get older, so that we should 
not miss, % reason of a little superficial laziness or some 
trifling and accidental prejudice, any book that might 
really change our whole life, lifting some unspeakable 
mental load off our brains or nerves or consciences, and 
giving us deep draughts of the water of life from one of 
its original fountain-heads. 

The books I have tried to appreciate in this volume are 
certainly very different from one another; but I have 
o&red them to my readers as the ones firom which in my 
own life I have got the most lasting satisfection. Had 
space permitted I would have added others; but un- 
doubtedly for the actual struggle of day-by-day life, I 
have got most out of the books already included, and 
the point I want to make now at the end has to do with 
the possibility of using in our daily life mtd with equal 
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thoroughness such very different writings as Homer’s 
Odyssey and St. Paul’s Epistles. 

How well I know the peculiar aggravation that my 
particular way of treating these terrific works will excite 
in certain minds ! But a critic with any spirit at all is 
bound to evoke contempt and distaste in temperaments 
antipathetic to his own. 

I expect the truth is there is a sort of odium literarum 
that exactly corresponds to the odium theologicum; for 
the teasing, tickling, itching irritation which one type 
of book-lover feels when he comes in contact with another 
type, is much more acute, I fancy, than what. either of us 
feel towards a person insensitive to the whole business. 
I could describe eloquently, and in both Rabelaisian and 
Pauline terms, my own particular antithesis among book- 
worms; and no doubt he could, and probably will, 
describe me, in a style drawn partly from the airier 
manner of So-and-So, my bete-noir among geniuses, and 
partly from the obscurer manner of So-and-So, my hete- 
noir among critics ; but I think what really annoys him 
is that any simple and unscholarly heretic should take a 
gnomic and oracular tone in place of trying to be ingrati- 
ating, whimsical, and entertaining. My seriousness must 
annoy this t3rpe of authority exactly as the peculiar 
seriousness of an old-fasliioned Nonconformist would 
annoy a disillusioned and witty prelate. It affects him as 
if a guest at his table should not only commit the im- 
propriety of smoking a c^arette with his port, but of 
referring in passionate earnestness to the blood of Jesus. 
He smells the rhetoric of an Extension Lecturer, “throw- 
ing his weight about” at a party of College Fellows. 

Well ! It cannot be helped. I am writing for book- 
bvers of my own kidney, and what we Lollards of 
Literature want is the direct application of our scriptures 
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to the smallest detail of our domestic Hves. We want, as 
Walt Wliitman says, to decoy the Muse to our hearth, till 
we get her installed “amid the kitchen-ware.” 

Why should not the most unathletic of men enjoy his 
emergence from sleep and his morning ablution in the very 
spirit of the sedate Telemachus in the golden palace of the 
fair-haired Menelaus >. 

Why should not our first thought be to worship the 
Four Hements, even if all we see of diem be a patch of 
blue, a smoke-blackened common, a wind-blown water- 
butt and a smoking-fire ? 

And because we have allowed ourselves such high and 
heathen prerogatives, is that any reason why, when we 
encounter our spiteful or over-loving relatives, we should 
not practise on them the supernatural malice of St. Paul, 
and even something of his abysmal and treacherous 
charity ? 

And who, I ask you, will be able to protest — for who 
indeed will know anything about it ? — ^if when you arrive 
at the scene of your diurnal labour you allow yourself the 
abandoned and spiritually sexual pleasure of feeling your- 
self, to the most extreme and shameless limit, into the 
jumpy nerves of your companions, both masculine and 
feminine; drinking in their unspoken confessions — ^and 
all in the deepest secret — and sharing their suppressed 
reactions to one another ? 

And who is to prevent you, as you pursue your ab- 
stracted path homeward, from debouching a trifle out of 
the rush of the traffic, and from sending Dostoievsky 
and his psychological mole-runs to the devil, while you 
share, this time, the patient endurance of a certain familiar 
thorn-stump by the wayside, or of some sea-weed-covered 
post by the water, or catch from the long perspective of 
a remote white road crossing an unknown hill-top a 
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sudden intimation of immortal race-memories that He 
dormant within us all ? 

And who again is to discover, behind your cautious and 
■ propitiatory greetings, as you enter a pubHc-house or 
plunge into a circle of broad-mouthed cronies, whence it 
is that you draw your unfestidious appreciations, your 
immunity to midden-smells, your toleration of the most 
.monstrous sex-kpses, and your gift for catching the huge 
and royal unction, as if of pantheistic giants, of some pro- 
fane group of poor jolt-headed lobiolHes and pitiable 
scrubs ’ 

Nor, when night descends on your dwelling and your 
obstreperous fandly are safe in bed, will anyone be the 
wiser if, as you rub your shins before the red coals and say 
to yourself, “So much for this day!” and “Sufficient for 
to-morrow be the worries thereof! ” you let “ the measure- 
less float” of Time’s river bring a more muted and more 
mystic mood; a mood in which as the night deepens 
about you you feel the released and Lethe-purged souls of 
all the sleepers in ypur quarter of the globe flowing into 
the great sea of fescajpe in which the chemistry of the 
darlsness anticipates the chemistry of death and the in- 
vigoration of death. 

Your ftumly will not know, and your neighbours will 
not know, when the Hvdy dust of to-morrow’s “rich- 
running” life gUtters cmce more in the sun, what it was 
that you said to the darkness and said to death as those 
coals feded : 

I too |>ass from the night* 

I stay awhile away, O night, but I return to you again and love 
you. 

Why should I be afraid to trust myself to you ? 

I love the rich-running day but I do not desert her in whom I 
lay so long, 
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I know not how I came of you and I know not where I go with 
you but I know I came well and shall go well. 

Different as human temperaments are, I cannot hdp 
thinking that there are many people who, if they made a 
definite vow, as Goethe did, to read a passage every day 
out of some old great book that suits their nature — ^and 
I can only pray that your choice, reader, may prove even 
more effective for your purpose than Homer and St. Paul 
aftd Rabelais have proved for mine — ^would soon begin 
to tap an un&thomable reservoir of strength and endur- 
ance. It strikes me as being the one essential thing in our 
reading to be absolutely independent of the fashion of 
the hour, both at its cleverest and at its stupidest. 

And we must be good Lollards and Anabaptists of 
Literature, shameless Nonconformists, content in our 
pursuit of salvation to appear naive and solemn and 
innocent and priggish, devoid of all sense of proportion, 
devoid, if you nke, even of what you call a sense of 
humour. We must, in fact, be content to take as guides 
to our real, actual, rough-and-tumble existence, many 
curious ancient works that our clever young writers “have 
no use for” and dut our witty scholars regard as recondite 
“matters of breviary,” not in any way conceivable as 
“human nature’s daily food.” 

Oh ! how strongly I am persuaded that in our choice of 
books we should be both edectic and pragmatic ; humble, 
as Keats says, before the “eternal spirit” that inspires 
them all, but bold and unscrapulous in giving their most 
sacred and exclusive eloqumce a shrewd twist to suit our 
present-day hand-to-mouth occasions ! 

Passing into the souls of those that feed upon them, 
books are likely enough to outhve all other products of 
time. Sharing the immortality of their readers — ^if Sir 
Thonoas Browne, the greatest of all our stylists, is justified 
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in the orchestral conclusion to his Hydroitaphia — they will 
survive the maggots of the carthliest corruptions as well 
as the “funeral blazes ”of the grandest cremations. 

To subsist in lasting monuments, to live in their productions, 
to exist in their names and predicament of chimeras, was large 
satis&ction unto old expectanons and made one part of their 
Elysiums. But all this is nothing in the metaphysicks of true 
belief. , To live indeed, is to be again ourselves, which being 
not only a hope, but an evidence in noble believers, ’tis all one 
to lie in St. Innocent’s churchyard as in the sands of Egypt. 
Ready to be anything, in the ecstasy of being ever, and as content 
with SIX foot as with the moles of Adrianus. 

Such high assurances may be vain, vain for all Pantagruel’s 
• mighty words and the certainties of Walt Whitman, but, 
even if they are, those who steer their path through life by 
the gleam of such majestic “lanterns” will have had many 
intimations before they perish of what in the depths of 
Being remains imperishable, though this be neitlier they 
themselves as individual persons, nor the books they have 
loved as individual books. 

For it may well be that what gives us the deepest happi- 
ness we know is merely to touch, though we ourselves and 
the books that inspire us must sink into oblivion, that level, 
that dimension, that plane of esdstence, from which 
proceeds the inexplicable imperative to follow goodness 
and mercy in a world built upon a different plan. 
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Bacchanals, 143, 165-8, 629 
Baconian Theory, 286-8 
Balzac, Honor6 de, 92, 102, 224; 

the Pans of, 117-18 
Bates, Ernest Sutherland, 18, 35 
Bible, The, 18 et seq, ; influence of, 
X9-20, 26-7 ; readers of, 19-21, 47 ; 
atmosphere of, 22-3 ; as poetry, 
25-7, 33-4, 38, 42-4, 50; Author- 
ized Version, 25-8, 35-6, 38, 49, 
570 ; contradictions of, 25-6 ; 
Revised Version, 27 ; revolution- 
ary nature of, 35-6, 47; and 
Aryan metaphysics, 46-8 ; prgu- 
dice against, 48 ; a Jewish book, 
48-9 

Bible Designed to be Read as Literature, 
The, 18-20, 24, 35, 64 
Blake, William, on the Bible, 35, 
46, 65 ; on God, 205, 226 ; on 
Milton, 380 ; a pagan and mystic, 
440, 518 

Bleak House, izi, 128 
Boetie, Etienne de la, 327-8, 335-7 
Book-despisers, 8, X2 
Book-lovers, 6-8, 10 ; differences of 
taste among, 655-6 
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Book-shops, second-hand, 2-4, 9-10, 

12 

Boob, I etseq . ; great, ii, 193 ; un- 
written, 12; choice of, iyi 6 , 
659; “good** and “bad,” 16-17; 
i^uence of, 652 ei seq. 

Brandes, George, on Shakespeare, 

292, 299 

Bronta, Emily, 206, 261 
Brothers KarmazeVi The, 92, 98, 138, 
249-250 

Browne, Sir Thomas, 634, 659-60 
Browning, Robert, 399, 4^3 ; on 
Wordsworth, 34^7 5 a “profes- 
sional” poet, 396-8 ; optimism of, 

440 

Brutus in Dante’s IttfeiftOy 268, 274 
Bunyan, John, 30, 255 
Byron, Lord, 423 

Carlyle, Thomas, 61, 603 ; on 
Dante, 251-2, 263-4, 274-5 
Cassandra, in Agmemnon, 151, 153, 
156-7 ' 

Casseres, Benjamin de, 554 
Catholic Church, and Dante, 252; 

and Shak^pearc, 295-6 
Cervantes, M%uel de, 251, 479 et 
seq^; humour of, 480-1, 490-3» 

502, 508 ; life of, 481 ; spirituJ 
aura of, 489-90 ; lapses in narra- 
tive of, 493-4; disinterestedness 
of, 497; '‘irony” of, 498-502; 
art ofi 504 ; his memory for pro- 
verbs, 507-9 

Chaplin, Charlie, 122, i 33 - 4 » 
Characterization, in Dic^em, 124, 

131 ; in Joyce, 131 ; in Lawrence, 

13 1-2; in modem literature, 131- 
132; in Hardy, 609-10; in Proust, 
632, 6 ^ 5 , < 537-9 

Christianity, 208-9, 217 ; a “Wor- 
ship of Sorrow,” 6x ; the artist 
* an 4 97 ; St Paul the founder of, 
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170, 180-1, 183 ; and a change of 
heart, 198-200 ; in older religions, 
200; and orthodoxy, 201 ; asceti- 
cism in, 202 ; great peril of, 224- 
225, 228; fdse, 225-6, 228; 
Nictzschean antagonism to, 543- 
544, 559 ; official, 559 ; de-dog- 
matized in Fausts 576 
Clytemncstra, 1501 

Coepkoroif 152 

Colossians, Epistle to the, 228-9 . 
Comus, 360, 369-70, 372, 386-7 
Conrad, Joseph, 512 
Conscience, in Greek tragedy, 152- 
I53» 157-8; Christianityand,i98- 
200; modem, and St. Paul’s 
philosophy, 246 

Corinthians, Epistles to the, 187-8 
Cowper, William, 255 
Crime and Punishment^ 98 
Cynicism, 490 

Dante Alighieri, 251 et scq. ; Inferno 
of, 74-5» 256-7, 262-76, 283; 
mediaevalness of, 251-2 ; person- 
ality of, 252, 274-5, 278, 285 ; best 
approach to, 253-4 ; poetic style 
of, 254-7, 270 ; commentators of,, 
254-5 ; pride and disdain expressed 
by, 258, 265, 267 ; love-passages 
of, 260-1, 277; evil beauty of 
realism of, 263-6, 275-6; cruelty 
of, 263, 274-5* 283; devils of, 
267 ; Vir^’s rebuke to, 272-3 ; 
value of appeal of, 279-82 ; com- 
pared with Milton, 363-5 ; com- 
pared with Hardy, 61 1 
Death, Homeric view c£ 73-4 ; sur- 
vival after, 194-6, 199; Whit- 
man’s view of, 468-9 ^ 

Dickcns,Charles,ii5e^sef; humour 
of, 103, 1x6, 123, 5x5; London 
of, 1x7-18, 130-1 ; his kinship to 
Dostoievsky, iiS-ax, 128-9, 135 ; . 
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Christian spirit in, 118-19, 133 ; 
and sex-proDicms, x 19 ; labour dis- 
regarded by, 119-20; sentiment- 
ality of, 121-2; propaganda of, 
^ X23-4, X 33 , X36; his creation of 

characters, 124, 13 1-2; his re- 
semblance to Rabelais, 125 ; illus- 
trators of, 125-6; child-element 
in imagination of, 126-7; child- 
ren in, 128 ; imagination of, 13 1 ; 
,a spokesman of the People, 134-5 ; 
his love of the theatre, 135 
Dionysus, worshippers of, 144, 155 ; 
Festival of, 145; in Bacchanals, 
165, X67 

DiPirte Comedy, The, 252-3, 258 et 
seq.; translations of, 281; com- 
pared with Faust, 571-4 
Don Quixote^ 343 » 479 seq, ; uni- 
ver^app^of,484, 5x6; a work 
of old age, 489, 49X ; an apology 
for heroic illusion, 495 ; spurious 
version of second part of, 496, 
503-4 ; English editions of, ^8 ; 
proverbs in, 507-9 
Donne, John, 615 

Dostoievsky, Fedor, 77, 80, 87 et 
seq., 197, 4S8, 5 < 57 ; realism of, 
87, 90-3, 95, xox ; work ignored 
by, 87-8, 91, 93 ; Christian ele- 
ment in, 89, 96-7, 99» 118-19, 196, 
236 ; psydxologicil atmosphere 
of, 89; urban backgroun<b of, 
9X-3, 1x8; prophetic utterances 
of, 94^6 ; his knowledge of 
**good” and ”evil,*’ 98-xoi, 222, 
224 ; humour of, lox ; his kin- 
ship to Dickens, xx8-2i, 128-9, 
X35; aaid Greek tragedy, 138; 
supreme passages of, 249, 3xx;' 
sadism of, 542 ; compared with 
Hardy, 6c9-ro 
Drydcn, Alexander, 615 
Dynasp, The^ 619 


Ecce Homo, 541, 551, 554, 559, 567 
Ecstasy, fleeting moments of, 249- 
250; Proust on, 231, 350, 626-7, 
646-9; Wordsworth on, 350-1 
Elcusinian Mysteries, 145 
Elijah die Tishbite, 33-4, 39 
Emerson, Ralph Waldo, 41 1, 516, 
51B 

Empedocles on Etna, 431-4, 436 
English, the, magi<^ poetry of, X15- 
116; humour of, 115-16, 133, 
301 ; agnosticism of, 296 
English Prayer Book, 35-6, 47 
‘‘^capists,” 620-1 
“Eternal Recurrence,” Nietzsche’s 
doctrine of, 549-54 
Eumenides, 142, 152, 156-8, 168 
Euripides, 139-40, 146-7, 159-60, 
164-9 ; endings of, 143 ; choruses 
of, X54, 167 ; translations of, 164 ; 
view of life of, 166 
Evil, forces o^ 222-4, 238 ; human- 
ity’s response to, 262-3 ; Milton’s 
recc^;nition of, 360-1, 380 ; Whit- 
man^ acceptance of, 472-3 Nietz- 
sche’s symbol for, 561-2; Goethe’s 
conception of, 580, 582, 585-6 

Falstafif, Sir John, 305, 313 
Fame, Homeric importance of, 74-5, 

85 

Far fiom the Madding Crowd, 611 
Faulkner, William, Absalom, Ah-- 
salom ! of, 137-8 

Faust, Goethe’s, 97, 570-a; philo- 
sophic weight of, 572, 574“5; 
religiousness of, 575-8; legend in, 
579; Gretchen episode in, 579- 
581, 587-92, 595 ; absurd “Inter- 
mezzo” in, 592 ; Second Part of, 
595-604 ; the Mothers in, 595-6 ; 
die Kibiri m, 598; end of, 
601-4 

Forsaken Merman, The, 420-1 
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Ftance, Anatole, 320-1, 620 
Free-will, and selection, 76-7 ; Dos- 
toievsky’s conception of, 77, 99-101 

Galatians, Epistle to the, 221 
Gaston de Latour, 317, 320-1 
Genesis, Book of, 39 
God, of Israel, 23-4, 28-30, 32-4, 176, 
223, 239-40; Homenc, 154, 212- 
213; of Greek tragedy, i54-<5; 
of St. Paul, 174-82, 184-5, 210-17, 

226 ; ofjesus, 176-7, 212-15, 223 ; 
within the soul, 205-6, 238 ; 
nature of, changed by St. Paul, 
217-18; ways of, 245-6; of 
Dante, 253-4, 279, 574, $76; of 
Milton, 360-1, 380, 393-4, 574. 
576; Nietzsche’s denial of, 543; 
of Goethe, 578, 580, 598-9 
Goethe, Wolfgang, 570 H seq ^ ; on 
the French, 37, 593 ; religion of, 

46, 197, 43 l» 575 - 8 . 580, 588, 596. 
598-9; Faust of, 97. 570-2, 574 
et seq,; and the Greek classics, 
140, 160, 596-7. 600; on Chris- 
danity, 199-200 ; way of life of, 
263,271; his attitude to women, 
474; philosophic weight of, 572, 
574-5 ; reveals himself in Fmst^ 
581, 602; mysticism of, 584-5; 
uncertain artistic instina of, 592- 
593 ; personality of, 593-4 
Gogol, Nikolai, 488, ^8 ; humour 
of, xoi, 480 ‘ 

Goodness, spirit of, 29; described 
by Homer, 327; Nictzschcan 
view of, 544; Goethe’s concep- 
tion of, 580, 582, 585 
Greek Studies (Pater), 137, 139 
Greek tragedy, 137 et seq. ; influ- 
ence of, 137. 141; Nict^che’s 
study of, 138-9, 550-t; transla- 
tions of, 139. 163-4; compared 
with Homer, 140-1, 146-9, 154-5 ; 
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endings m, 142-3 ; ongin of, 
143-6; chorus in, 153-7; atti- 
tude to Zeus in, 154 - 5 . ^S 6 ; lurid 
element in, 155 

Grctchen of Faust^ 579-8i^ 587-92 
Guermanies Way, The^ 625 

Hamlet, 310-11, 573, 589-90 
Hanley, James, 138, 512 
Hardy, Mrs. Thomas, 605 
Hardy, Thomas, 665, et seq, ; influ- 
ence of Greek tragedy on, 137, 
140, 616, 618 ; on Poe, 528, 615 ; 
pessimism of, 605-9; “good” 
characters of, 609-10 ; poetry of, 
610-12, 619; landscapes of, 61 1, 
613-14; style of, 61 1, 622; ap- 
pearance of, 612; architectural 
clement in work of, 613, 616; 
plots of, 616-17; love the main 
theme of, 619-22 
Hazlitt, William, 320 
Hebraism, 18-19, 48-9 
Hell, of New Testament, 64 ; mod- 
em fear of, 210 ; of Dante, 254-9, 
262-76; of Milton, 359, 381-2 
Homer, lost identity of, 70-2, 284- 
785; attitude of, towards life, 
72-9, 85 ; his view of death, 73-4, 
84-5 ; “secret” of, 76-9, 8x, 83-4, 
86 ; compared with Dostoievsky, 
89-90; Greek tragedy and, 140-1, 
I 4 ^» 3 [ 54 - 5 ; of, 154, 212- 
213, 239-40 ; compared with St. 
Paul, 192-3; Shakespeare’s lack 
of res^nsc to, 291, 305-6 ; 
Amcdd s debt to, 405-6 ; domes- 
ticity in, 621 

Hopkins, Kenneth, 630-x 
Hugo, Victor, xx8 
Humility, cultural, 69-71; Chris- 
tian, true and false* 225-6, 228 ; 
Dante’s lack of, 258; of Cer- 
vantes, 491-2 
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Humour, Rabdaisian, 103, 160-12; 
Dickensian, 103, 116, 123 ; Eng- 
lish, 115-16, 133, 301, 515; 
Shakespearean, 116, 291-2, 307; 
sense of, a sense of drama, 297-8, 
556 ; of Cervantes, 480-1, 490-3 ; 
of Melville, 515-16; American, 
515-16 

lago, 313-4 
iJiot, TAe, 98-9> 3ii 
U Penserosot 3<^ 

Iliads The^ 71-4, 86 
Immortality, St. Paul’s belief in, 
X94-6 ; larger than personal, 243- 
244; of Whitman, 442, 444; 
Proust’s ‘‘intimations” of, 626-7, 
646-9 

Individualism, of Shakespeare, 294, 
300; of Montaigne, 329-30» 34i- 
343, 345 ; of Arnold, 423-5» 4^7 
InfemOf The^ 74-5» ^56-7, 262-76, 
283; evil beauty of, 257, 259, 
263, 275-6; the moment for 
reading, 282 

Inspiration, Nietzsche on, 567-8; 
Goethe on, 593, 622 ; and Hardy, 
622 

Jacob, 24, 30-1 

James I, King, Bible of, 36 

James, Henry, 619-20, 622, 628, 630, 

633 

James, William, 235, 238, 247, 441 
Jean Christopher 626 
Jeffers, 138, 434 

Jehovah, 23-4, 28-30, 32-4, 176, 239 
Jesus Christ, the supreme Anarchist, 
35, 66 ; personal appeal of, 51-2 ; 
of St. Luke, 55» 182-3, 207-8; 
“life-love” of, 60-2 ; realism of, 
62, 64; chief characteristics of, 
63; worship of, 66-7 ; revelation 
of, 67-8 ; God of, 176*7, 212-15, 


223 ; of St. Paul, 178-9, 182-4, 
186, 205, 207-8, 213 ; of St. John, 
183-4; Second Coming of, 194- 
196; psychological insight of, 
201-2; within the soul, 205-9, 
213-15, 218-20, 231-2, 236-42, 
347; of Arnold, 207, 402; of 
Milton, 379-80, 389 
Job, Book of, 34, 40, 153, 177; 

compared with Fatist, 584 
John, St., Gospel according to, 52, 
65, 174-5, iT^S-Si, 584 ; Christ of, 
183-4; agape of, 216, 233, 240 
John the Baptist, 54, 56 
Joyce, James, 105, 624 ; characters 
of, 13 1 ; a “Higher Man,” 562-4 ; 
style of, 642-3, 648 ; greamess of, 
650 

Jude the Obscure, 612, 618-19 

Keats, John, 285, 293, 367 ; poetry 
of, 1 16, 308 ; natural magic of, 
349, 361-3, 406 ; realism of, 370- 
371; compared with Poe, 526, 
535 

Kilhwch and Olwen, 4.18-19 
King Lear, 80, 94, 3li- \ 618 

V Allegro, 369 
Lamb, Chiles, 292, 587 
Landor, Walter' Savage, 562 
Lardner, Ring, 515 
Lawrence, D. H., 131 
Leaves of Grass, 442, 477 
Libation^Bearers, 143, 157 
Liberty of Christ, 224, 229-31 ; 
abuses of, 229-30 ; Don Quixote 
on, 509 
Libraries, 9-10 

Literature, a criticism of life, z-2; 
more than art, 8-9 ; greatest 
works of, 37 ; obscurity in works 
of, 629 ; influence of, 652 et seq. 
Little Dorrit^ 128, 13 1, 134 
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Luke, St., 53*4; Gospel according 
to, 52-8, 60-4, 68, 174, 180; Acts 
of the Apostles ofi 54-5» 204; 
Christ of, 55, i 82-3» 207-8 ; and 
St. Paul, 54 - 5 » <Sl, I75» 222, 234-5 
Lycidas, 369, 372-4, 404 
Lyons, Neill, 515 

Mahinogu 435 

Man-God, qualities necessary to, 63 
Mark, St., Gospel according to, 53 
Marlowe, Christopher, 308, 579 
Masochism, 217, 219, 393 
Masters, Edgar Lee, 43 
Matthew, St., Gospel according to, 

53 

Medea, 143, U7, I 59 . i< 58 ^ 

Melville, Herman, 512-23 ; neglect 
of, 5 I 3 » 515 ; imagination of, 514- 
5X5>5i8,5a2; peculiar humourof, 
515-16, 519 ; pessimism of, 516-19 
Mcphistophelcs of FausU 577 » 583 » 

585, 595 . 597 . < 502-3 
Meredith, George, 619, 621 
Middle Ages, 278 

Milton, John, 251, 358 ei ; and 
Gre^ tragedy, 140, 160; poetic 
style of, 255-6, 308, 361, 364-6, 
369-70, 372-4. 37 < 5 , 407; fallent 
angds pf, 267; personality of, 
285; on Shakespeare, 287-8; 
Puritanism of, 358-61, 379, 384-5 ; 
Limbo of, 359 ; medal sphere of, 
363-4; ccnnpairca to Dante, 363- 
365; tone of poetry of, 366-9; 
tragic life of, 368* 374. 39X’"2; 
prosaic matcrialim of, 370-2, 379- 
380; sonnets of, 374-7; on tht 
side of Satan, 380-2, 393 ; feidi 
ofi 392, 394 *- 5 ; "*fethcr-cult** of, 
392-3 ; on poetry, 524 - 
Miracles, 49-50; Mcmtaigncon, 334 
Mohy Dkh, 512, 514, 5X6;23 
Montaigne, Michel de, 317 ef seq. ; . 
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I Pater’s, 317, 3x9-21; sceptidsm 

1 of, 3x8, 320-1, 329-30; message 

i of, 318, 322, 344-5; anecdotes 

and classical quotations of, 3 1 8-20, 
334. 338-9; ajfter-thoughts of, 

320- 1 ; old-fashioned piety of, 

321- 2, 329, 33X-2; self-love of, 
323-4. 330-1, 335 ? 340-4; wife 
and daughter of, 324-5, 328, 335 ; 
adopted daughter of, 325, 335; 
his attitude to women, 325-7; 
famous jEriendship of, 327-8, 335- 
337 ; super-individualism of, 329- 
330 ; hk hatred of cruelty, 333, 
340; his attitude to his Essays, 
337 ; his interest in freaks, 339 ; 
conservatism of, 340-1 ; compared 
with Don Quixote, 343-4 

Moses, 31-2 

Nativity Hymn, 360, 365-6, 372 

Nature, Goethc^s conception of, 197, 
582-3, 591. 599 

NewTcstamcnt, 50-68 ; atmosphere 
of, 22-3 ; personal appeal in, 31- 
32 ; Gospels of, 53-5 ; dramatic 
quality ot, 57 ; women in, 58-9 ; 
contradictions of, 59 ; unfiithomed 
depths of, 64-6; Dostoievsky’s 
exploitation of psychology of, 89, 
96; vein ofspiritual asceticism in, 
106; Godot, 176 

Nietzsche, Freclcrick, 540 et seqr. 
Over-man of, 62-3, 545*-50, 552 ; 
compared with Homer, 73 ; and 
Dostoievsky, 96, 560-2, 567 ; and 
Greek tragedy, 138-9, 550-x ; his 
hatred for humanity, 540-1, 552 ; 
cosmic sadism of, 541-2, 550, 552, 
553 ; ^^will to power” theory of, 
542-3 ; doctrincsof, 542-53, 565-7 ; 
”Etmal Recurrmcc” theory of, 
549-54; spiritualncss of, 555 - 4 ; 
lesson to be learnt from, 555«7* 
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567 ; his symbol of evil, 561-2 ; 
and present-day contentions, 565- 
$ 66 ; on inspiration, 567-8 ; hap- 
piness of, 568-9 

Odyssey, 69 et seq,, 273 ; modem 
app^ of, 71-2 ; spirit of selection 
shown in, 76-8, 81-2; passages 
from, 80, 84-5, 90, 140, 148-9, 

327, 536; advice to readers of, 

.85 

Oedipus at Colonus, 142, 161-4 
Oedipus the King, 138, 159-60, 162 
Old Testament, 28-35, 37-47> 50; 
atmosphere of, 21-24 ; poetry of, 
33-4, 38, 42-4, 50; God of 
the, 28-30, 32-4; spirit of pro- 
phecy in, 37 ; dominant motifs of, 

38; canonical order of, 39-45; 
climax of, 45-6 ; world-weariness 
of, 60-1 
Omoo, 512 

O’Neill, Eugene, 137 
Ophelia in Hamlet, 589-90 
Our Mutual Friend, 128 

Paradise Lost, 363-4, 377-88, 392; 
blemishes of, 378^ 5 Adam and 
Eve of, 382-8 ; compared with 
572-4 

Paradise R^ained, 388-92 
Paradisot 263, 276, 279 
Pascal, Blaise, 321 

^Pater* Walter, 319-20, 622, 634; 
Greek Studies of, 137* I39 ; Gaston 
de Latour of, ^17, 320-1 
Paul, St., psychologist of the Reve- 
lation, 52-3 ; and St. Luke, 54-5, 

61, 175, 234-5; his attitude to 
sex, 106, 172, 187, 201-2, 242; 
the founder of Christianity, 170, 
180-1, 183; commentaries on, 
170-2 ; philosophy of, 172 et seq , ; 
God of, 174-82, 184-5, 210-17, 
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226, 248 ; Christ of, 178-9, 182-4, 
186, 200, 207-8, 213 ; lapses of, 
186-9; way of life taught by, 
189-93, 195, 218, 246; secret of, 
194-6, 208-10, 218, 236, 238, 247 ; 
organizing power of, 202-3 ; his 
“glorying m the flesh,” 203, 220- 
221, 234; Greek, Roman and 
Jew, 204 ; conversion of, 206-7 ; 

‘ his discovery of the presence of 
Christ in the soul, 208-9, 213-15, 
218-20, 222, 231-2, 236-42, 247; 
“ spiritual psychology” of, 215-17; 
agape of, 216, 219, 225, 227, 232-3, 
240-2 ; “thorn in the flesh” of, 
221 ; his awareness of evil, 222-4 » 
on “liberty of Christ,” 224, 229- 
231, 248 ; “supernatural malice” 
of, 230, 232r-4, 241 ; his loathing 
for himself, 235, 242 ; on “sin,” 
:a35-7 

Persecution, value of, 558-60 
Pickwick Piters, 127-8 
Pierre or the Ambiguities, 513, 516 
Poe, Edgar Allan, 522 et seq , ; dis- 
paragement of, 523-5, 534-5, 537» 
615-16; as prose-writer, 525; 
non-morality of,. 526 ; poetry of, 
527-33, 535-9 ; eroticism of, 529- 
539, 532; child-wife of, 533-4 
Poetry, 524; modem, 525 
Possessed, The, 89, 92-3, 98, loi, 3x1, 
545 

Powys, A. R., 615 
Powys, Llewelyn, 245, 3i9, 333-4 
Powys, Theodore, 333, 605, 617 
.Prayer Book, English, 35-6, 47 
Predestination, St. Paul’s views on, 
172, 174-82, 184-5, 248 
Prometheus Bound, 143, 152, 155, i59 
Prophets, 42, 44-7 
Proust, Marcel, 571, 624 et seq.; 
“intimations of Immortality” in, 
231, 350, 626-7, 646-9; literary 
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Proust, Marcel — contd^ 
style of, 624, 640 ; real theme of, 
625-7, 631; clarity of, 628-9; 
“snobbishness'* of, 632-4, 638; 
characters of, 632, 635, 637-40; 
sadist element in, 636-7; his 
method of writing, 640-2, 644- 
645, ^48 ; message of, 646, 651 ; 
greatness of, 650 
Proverbs, 34-5 
Psalms, 34-5, 41-4 
PurgatoriOj The, 263, 276-9 
Puritanism, and St. Paul, 184, 189, 
191, 219, 230 ; of Milton, 35^-61, 
379, 384-5 

Quixote, Don, 125, 127, 343, 484, 
493-4, 499, 503-7, 509-1 1 ; crea- 
tion of character of, 479, 482, 496- 
497, 502; three conceptions of, 
480; madness of, 482-6; rela- 
tionship of, with Sancho, 487-8, 
509 ; loss of dignity to, 49^ ; on 
liberty, 509 ; death-bed of, 510 

Rabelais, 102 et seq,^ 443» 488; 
humour of, 103, 1 10-12, 308; 
the man, 103-4; scholarship of, 
104-5 1 Christian tincture of, 106- 
107 ; sexuality of, 106-7 ; clue to 
way of taking life to be found in, 
108-10, 1 1 3-14 ; unconquerable 
faith of, H2-13 ; contribution of, 
to progress, 123; Dickens and, 
X25 ; and St. Paul, 193 ; supreme 
passaga of, 249 ; compared with 
Dante, 255* W; Hell of, 268*^ ; 

Shakespeare’s reading of, 290; 
Monta%nc*5 dismissal of, 338; 
compared widi Cervantes, 507-8 ; 
Urquhart’s translation of, 570; 
on past follies and present wisdom, 
650-1 

Raw Youth, The^ 98 


Return of the Native, The, 611 
Revelation, Book of, 97 
Richardson, Dorothy M., 642-4, 
647 

Sadism, 217, 636; of Nietzsche, 
541-2; of Dostoievsky, 542; of 
Proust, 636-7 

Samson Agontsfes, 365-6, 309, 389, 

'394-5 

Samson the Nazarite, 33-4 
Sancho Panza, 485-7, 495, 504-5, 
507, 510 

Scholar Gipsy, The, 398, 404, 425, 
427 

Schopenhauer, Arthur, 551, 557 
Schott, Dr., 66 

Science, 197-8; modem worship 
of, 193-4; Goethe’s attitude to, 
576, 594, 599 
Self-Dependence, 423-5 
Sex-feelings and Chrisdarnty, 202, 
217, 242, 246, 249-50 
Shakespeare, William, 284 et seq.; 
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irony of, 149, 160 ; choruses of, 
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Tess of the CUrbervilks, 610-11, 
617-18 

Thackeray, W. M., 633 
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